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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Ebasco Services Incorporated (Ebasco), under U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) Contract No. 68-01-7250 and Work Assignment No. 208-9LC1 has
been assigned the remedial investigation/feasibility studies (RI/FS) at the
Waste Disposal Incorporated (WDI) Superfund site in Santa Fe Springs,
California. Based upon Ebasco's review of the historical use of the
property, the results of previous remedial investigations, and current land
use, implementation of an interim field sampling program was recommended.
The purposes of this program were to (1) assess the potential for off-site
migration of subsurface gas, and (2) assess the potential for off-site
migration of groundwater contaminants. This program consisted of the
following elements:

o) Install and sample four (4) subsurface gas probes to depths of 10
ft.

o} Sample two (2) existing off-site groundwater monitoring wells.

The results of this work are as follows:

0 Parts per billion (ppb) concentrations of carcinogenic and toxic
gases were discovered in subsurface gas probes at the top of the
bank on the north-northeast side of the WDI site. However, no
subsurface gas was detected (concentrations were less than 1 part
per million by volume, methane) in probes closest to sensitive
health receptors.

0 Parts per billion (ppb) concentrations of volatile organic
compounds and metals were found in samples from off-site
groundwater wells, and the concentrations of trichloroethene and
tetrachloroethene in one upgradient well owned by the WKhittier
Union High School District were found to exceed the California-

iv
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Department of Health Services action 1levels for drinking water.
However, no contaminants were found in samples from any offsite
groundwater wells in exceedance of the Maximum Contaminant Levels
(MCLs) specified in the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), the water
quality criteria of the Clean Water Act (CWA), or water quality
objectives of the Regional HWater Quality Control Board, Los Angeles
Region (LARWQCB).

The significance of this data will not be fully understood until additional
field work is conducted. However, since the groundwater wells which were
sampled are in a direction which is assumed to be upgradient of the WDI site
and since no subsurface gas was detected closest to sensitive health
receptors, expedited response actions by the EPA are not recommended.
Nonetheless, the types and concentrations of contaminants which were found
during interim work are of concern and must be addressed during the
evaluation of remedial alternatives, and the performance of the WDI health
risk assessment.

0576T/08-11-88



1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE OF REPORT

This report discusses the installation and sampling of on-site subsurface
gas probes and the sampling of off-site groundwater wells and evaluates the
potential for off-site migration of subsurface gas and groundwater contami-
nation. The purpose of this report is to review interim field sampling
activities which have taken place and to provide the EPA with a reference
for evaluating the need for expedited response actions at the WDI site.

This report may also provide EPA with information which will assist in the
development and screening of remedial alternatives, assist in identification
of applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARs) for
remediation, and assist in health risk assessment efforts.

1.2 SITE BACKGROUND

1.2.1 Site Description

The Waste Disposal Inc. (WDI) site (latitude 37° 57.0'N, longitude 118°
03.0'W) consists of a 43-acre parcel located at T2S, RITW in the City of
Santa Fe Springs, Los Angeles County, California (Figure 1-1). It is
bordered on the northwest by Santa Fe Springs Road, on the northeast by a
Fedco food distribution center and the athletic field and parking lot of St.
Paul's High School, on the southwest by Los Nietos Road, and on the
southeast by Greenleaf Avenue (Figure 1-2).

The surface elevation of the WDI site is approximately 160 feet above mean
sea level. The main part of the site is sitvated 10 to 20 feet above the
survounding terrain. Although the land to the west and southwest is fairly
leveled, the land to the northeast drops away at a 30 to 50 percent slope
and the land to the southeast of the site drops away at a 10 to 30 percent
slope. Surface drainage from the site is generally toward these areas.

3215¢E 1-1
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The WDI site contains a 1,000,000 barrel capacity concrete-lined reservoir

and several unlined sumps.

It was operated as a tandfill which,

over a

period of almost 40 years, accepted various oil field and industrial wastes

(Table 1-1).
between 1949 and 1965-66 MWaste Disposal
Tandfill.

1.2.2 Previous Investigations

During 1984 and 1985, Dames and Moore
as at
extraction test (MWET) was not wused
borings, analysis to determine total
showed that
copper, lead, mercury, nickel, silver,
soluble threshold
also

well as groundwater samples

subsurface soil samples

soil samples contained

Timit concentration (STLC).
ethylbenzene,

Prior to 1949, operations at the facility were unregulated;

Inc. operated as a permitted

collected surface and subsurface soil,
the HWDI site. Although the waste
on any of the Dames and Moore soil
threshold 1limit concentrations (TTLC)
contained levels of barium, cadmium,
vanadium and zinc which were above the
Dames and Moore subsurface

tetrachloroethene, toluene,

trichloroethene, total xylenes, naphthalene and phenanthrene.

In addition, Dames and Moore surface
which exceeded the STLC.

samples contained lead concentrations

\

Barium, copper and vanadium were present in concentrations below the STLC in
Dames and Moore surface soil samples from the WDI site but were not detected
in background samples. Neither of the two surface soil
8240 and 8270 contained detectable
target compound list (TCL) organics.

samples analyzed

using EPA methods concentrations of

Except for one monitoring well, which contained 12 ppb of chlordane, none of
samples contained detectable concentrations of
The

in

the Dames and Moore water
either California Code of Regulations (CCR) metals or TCL contaminants.

California Department of Health Services action level for chlordane

drinking water is 0.055 ppb.
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TABLE 1-1

HISTORICAL RECORD OF WASTE COLLECTION, TREATMENT AND DISPOSAL,

WASTE DISPOSAL INC.

Dates of
Waste Source of Waste Quantities Disposal Reference
Petroleum Refinery Union 0il, General Petroleum, Unknown Unknown Whittier Daily News
Tank Bottoms Standard 011, Rothschild, etc. {1987, 1988)
Steel Mill Slag Unknown Unknown Unknown Whittier Daily News
(1987, 1988)
Brewery Wastes Unknown Unknown Unknown Whittier Daily News
(1987, 1988)
Cesspool Sewage Santa Fe Springs Waste Water Unknown 1958-? Otteson (1958),
Disposal Co. Grancich (1958a)
Rotary Drilling Mud* Union 0i1, General Petroleum, 15,000 3/8/50-? Industrial Waste Discharge
Standard 0il, Rothschild, etc. barrels/wk Permit 57
Carter (1953)
Clean Earth, Rock, Unknown Unknown 3/8/50-? Industrial Waste Discharge
Sand and Gravel* Permit 57
Paving Fragments* Unknown Unknown 3/8/50-? Industrial Waste Discharge
Permit 57
Concrete, Brick, Plaster* Unknown Unknown 3/8/50-7 Industrial Waste Discharge
Permit 57
Steel Mill Slag* Unknown Unknown 3/8/50-2 Industrial Waste Discharge
Permit 57
Dry Mud Cake* 0il1 Field Sumps Unknown 3/8/50-2 Industrial Waste Discharge
Discharge Permit 57
Acetylene Sludge* Security Engineering 200 8/5/53-?
barrels/wk
Chickson Co. 20 8/5/53-? Fox (1953)
barrels/wk
Liquid Recidue from Rail- Holbrook and Sons, Southern Unknown 1/15/62-? Dump Inspection Reports
road Car Washing Racks Pacific Railroad 5/9/65--? (Moore 1962, 1965)
and Machine Shop B and H Vacuum, Union Pacific
Railroad, George Casey Company
Odor Control Spray HMr. bell, LA County, Unknown 1958-? Grancich (1958b)
Department of Engineer
Payzone Unknown Unknown 11/27/%3-? LA County Engineer Photo,
File 1-629
Unspecified Liquid Waste Archer-Daniels-Midland, Unknown 1958-? Committee Against Waste
B and B Deburring 1958/ Disposal Inc. (1958)
1959-? Coates (19259), Mocre (1952),
Poberts Company 1958/ Collins (1959),
1959-7 Medley (1959}

* Permitted Wastes.

3215E



In 1986, Dames and Moore conducted additional field activities near the WDI
reservoir. These activities consisted of (1) the collection of floor and
soil samples from a building which had been used since 1353 by Toxo Spray
Dust Inc. for the manufacturing and storage of pesticides, (2) the
installation and sampling of one of six shallow soil vapor probes following
the demolition of this building, (3) the collection of soil and gas samples
from seven shallow soil vapor probes and six soil borings on land owned by
Mr. Phil Campbell <(a PRP), and (4) the performance of 21 CPT (cone
penetrometer test) soundings on Mr. Campbell's property.

The results of this work found concentrations of methylparathion, malathion,
ethylparathion, endosulfan I, and endosulfan II on the Toxo property. Soils
at this property contained concentrations of aldrin, 4, 4'-DDE and 4, 4'-DDT
which exceed the State of California Total Threshold Limit Concentration
(TTLC) for hazardous waste. The sample from the soil vapor probe contained
231,000 parts per million (ppm) (23.1 percent by volume in air) of methane
and 597 ppm of total nonmethane hydrocarbon as hexane. Concentrations of
methane from 50,000 to 150,000 ppm (5 to 15 percent by volume in air)
constitute an explosion hazard (Hawley 1981).

On the Campbell property, Dames and Moore found moderate to high
concentrations of naphthalene, fluorene, phenanthrene, 2-methyl naphthalene,
ethylbenzene, di-n-butyl phthalate, isoprene and chrysene. Two of the
three Dames and Moore probes which were sampled contained concentrations of
methane which ranged from 9,500 ppm to 11,200 ppm. Dames and Moore
attributed the lowest concentration of methane to the area nearest the WDI
reservoir; the source of the higher concentration was identified as the
subsurface of the Campbell property (Dames and Moore 1986).

Interpretation of Dames and Moore CPT soundings show the presence of very
soft sump materials possibly including desiccated muds and loose fill. The
smallest estimate is that this material is 100 feet long by 175 feet wide by
18 feet in depth. The total volume of this material may be from 10,000 to
16,000 cubic yards (Dames and Moore 1986a).

Remedial investigations conducted on the Campbell property by John L. Hunter
and Associates in 1987 found concentrations of nickel which exceed the TTLC

3215t 1-6



and concentrations of chromium, nickel, copper, zinc, arsenic, cadmium and
lead which exceed the STLC. However, a WET test was not performed.

1.3 REPORT ORGANIZATION

Section 2.0 of this report describes the methodology and approach to the
installation and/or sampling of subsurface gas probes and offsite
groundwater wells. Section 3.0 presents.the results of laboratory analysis
of gas and groundwater samples. Section 4.0 presents a discussion of data
Timitations and recommendations for future work. This section also
discusses recommended remedial action objectives.

3215¢E 1-7



2.0 STUDY AREA INVESTIGATION

2.1 SUBSURFACE GAS SAMPLING

2.1.1 Objectives

The objectives of interim subsurface gas sampling were: (1) to determine
whether subsurface gas s present along the boundary between the HWDI site
and St. Paul's High School, and (2) to identify the type and concentration
of any gas which might be present. If, as the result of this sampling, it
was determined that high concentrations of subsurface volatile organic gases
(VOGs) were present, it was intended that the REM III team would make an
appropriate recommendation to the EPA regarding the initiation of additional
sampling to determine the concentration of VOGs in ambient off-site air.

2.1.2 Gas Probe Installation

Four subsurface gas probes were installed on the northeast boundary of
the WDI site, adjacent to the high school athletic field and parking lot
(Figure 2-1). These probes were installed in accordance with the gas stream
characterization specifications in the California Air Resources Board's
Testing Guidelines For Active Solid Waste Disposal Sites (ARB 1987). One of
these probes was instalied on the face of the bank between the WDI reservoir

and the WDI fence. Three of these probes were installed on the toe of this
slope, on level terrain between the bottom of the bank and the HWDI fence.
Probes were installed to a depth of at least 10 feet, and located at 100 foot
intervals.

The installation of gas probes was completed as follows:

0 The lccation of gas probes were established in the field.

o Utilizing a hand auger, REM III personnel augered 4 borings, at least
10 feet in depth.

3215¢E 2-1
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o Gas probes were manually lowered into each boring.

o Each probe is 10 feet in length and constructed of 2-inch diameter 40
Schedule 0.20-inch slotted PVC screen (Figure 2-2). Prior to
installation, a plug was flush threaded to the bottom of each probe.
Stop cock or lab cock valves were flush threaded to the top of each
probe.

o The annular space of each boring was backfilled with 5/16-inch
diameter pea gravel to a depth of 3 feet below ground surface.

0o A 2-foot bentonite seal was installed above the native soil. A
locking protective steel casing and traffic box were then installed

above the casing and set in place with super-strong concrete.

2.1.3 Sampling Procedure

During hand augering/gas probe installation, borings were monitored with an
organic vapor analyzer (OVA), explosimeter and HNu to determine the proper
level of personnel protective clothing, and the level of explosive and/or
toxic gases. Probes were also monitored 24 hours after installation. If no
reading was registered for a probe, no sample was collected. This is
consistent with ARB gquidelines which use the detection of methane with an
OVA as an indicator of other gases, which assume that if an OVA has no
reading, i1t can be assumed no gas (methane or other) is present.

Sampling of gas probes proceeded as follows:

o0 The inlet port of a vacuum pump was attached with a 1/8-inch diameter
rubber hose to the gas probe.

o The vacuum pump was started and approximately two Tliters were
evacuated from the probe.

o A 1-liter Tedlar bag was attached to the vacuum pump outlet.

3215E 2-3
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o The bag inlet port was closed, and the bag was disconnected. The bag
was labeled and placed in an ice chest and at the end of each
sampling day the 1ce chest was delivered to the laboratory selected
to perform analyses of samples.

2.1.4 Sample Numbers and Locations

Each gas probe was numbered according to Figure 2-1. Each sample was
designated by a unique alphanumeric code which identified the project site,
sample matrix, sampling location, and depth. The project code for the HWaste
Disposal Incorporated site is WDI. Matrix identifiers are: GW (groundwater)
and SG (subsurface gas). Different sampling Tocations within each matrix
type began with 01 and increased sequentially. MWhere more than one sample
was collected at a location, sequential numbers were used starting with one
(01). Field and Trip blanks were specifically identified as such in the
sample number, but had a different (sequential) number which was noted in
the sample log book.

For example, the first subservice gas sample at the first location was given
the sample number WDI-SQ-01-(01), whereas the first subsurface gas sample
from the second well was given the sample number WDI-SG-02-(01). If it was
determined that a second sample needed to be collected at the first
location, this sample was given the number WDI-SG-01-(02).

2.1.5 Sample Analyses

Each gas sample was analyzed for the presence of basic gases (oxygen,
nitrogen, methane, carbon dioxide), and the ten air contaminants specified
in Testing Guidelines for Active Solid Waste Disposal Sites (ARB 1987) which
are listed in Table 2-1. A description of the analytical methods which were
used for basic gases is included in ASTM D1945-81 (Appendix A). A descrip-
tion of the analytical methods which were used for ARB air contaminants are
included in Method 102 and 103, Attachment 2 of Appendix B. A non-CLP
(Tocal) laboratory was utilized and a DQO level 3 analysis was requested.
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TABLE 2-1

ARB SPECIFIED AIR CONTAMINANTS

1. Benzene

2. Chloroethene (Vinyl Chloride)

3. 1,2-Dibromoethane (Ethylene Dibromide)

4. 1,2-Dichloroethane (Ethylene Dichloride)
5. Dichloromethane (Methylene Chloride)

6. Tetrachloroethylene (Perchloroethylene)
7. Tetrachloromethane (Carbon Tetrachloride)
B. 1,1,1-Trichloroethane (Methyl Chloroform)
9. Trichloroethylene

10. Trichloromethane (Chloroform)

CeHg

CHy :CHC1
BrCHpCHoBr
CICHCH,CY
CHoCl1y
C1,C:CC1y
CCly
CH3CCl3
CHC1:CC1;
CHC13

Source:

3215¢E
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2.2 OFF-SITE GROUNDWATER WELL SAMPLING

2.2.1 Objectiv

The objectives of sampling off-site groundwater supply wells were (1) to
determine whether known and/or suspected contaminants from the WDI site are
present in off-site groundwater wells which are used for domestic purposes,
and (2) to fidentify the type, distribution and concentration of these
contaminants.

If it was determined that groundwater contamination poses a threat to public
health, it was intended that the REM III team would make an appropriate
recommendation to the EPA regarding the need for an expedited response
action (EPA), including the placement of area residents on bottled water or
some similar system.

2.2.2 Field Methods and Materials

The REM III team reviewed the records of the Central Basin Municipal Water
District, the California Department of Water Resources, and the Los Angeles
County Flood Control District and were able to identify the location and
ownership of two active groundwater supply wells within one mile of the WDI
site (Figure 2-3, Table 2-2). MWell owners were contacted, and REM III team
representatives scheduled a date and time to visit each well and collect a
water sample. Sampling of these wells then proceeded as follows:

o Only those active wells which were equipped with functional pumping
apparatus were sampled.

o Samples from wells which are subject to frequent use were collected
by switching the pump on, letting the water run from the faucet or
discharge outlet for 5 to 20 minutes or until it clears, and filling
one 40-milliliter glass sampling container, one 1-liter amber glass
container, and one 1-liter polyethylene container. Hells were
monitored for pH, conductivity and temperature to ensure that the
water had reached a steady-state condition prior to sampling.

3215E 2-7
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TABLE 2-2

GW WELLS WITHIN ONE MILE OF WDI SITE

Interim

Field LACFD/DWR
Sampling Well
No.* No.

Depth to Groundwater
or Name/Depths of
Screened Intervail(s)

Name of Owner(s)

Address
(If known)

Telephone Number

GW-01 25/11W/3234

Gw-04 25/11%/30Q05

228
550-644

NA

Whittier Union H.S. District

Mutual Water Owners Association
of Los Nietos (Felica Rodriguez)

9401 S. Painter, Santa Fe Springs, CA

NA

* See Figure 2-3.
NA - Not Available.



o All sample containers were placed in an ice chest and cooled to 4°C.
Polyethylene sample bottles included nitric acid to maintain a pH
of <2.

o Hells which were subject to infrequent or periodic use were purged by
means of pumping 3 casing volumes of water prior to sampling. The
volume of each casing was calculated using most recent water level
measurements taken by regulatory agencies. Following approval from
the City of Santa Fe Springs and the California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, Los Angeles Region, this water was discharged to the
nearest sewer drain. These wells were then sampled in accordance
with the procedure described above.

2.2.3 Sample Numbers and Locations

Groundwater wells were numbered as shown on Figure 2-3. Each sample was
designated by a unique alphanumeric code which identifies the project site,
sample matrix, sampling location, and depth. The project code for the Haste
Disposal Incorporated site is WDI. Matrix identifiers are: GW (groundwater)
and SG (subsurface gas). Different sampling locations within each matrix
type began with 01 and increased sequentially. Where more than one sample
was collected at a location, sequential numbers were used starting with one
(01). Field and Trip blanks were not specifically identified as such in the
sample number, but had a different (sequential) number which is noted in the
sample 1og book.

For example, the first groundwater sample at the first location had the
sample number WDI-GW-01-(01), whereas the first groundwater sample from the
second well had the sample number WDI-GW-02-(01). If it was determined that
a second sample needed to be collected at the first well, this sample was
given the number WDI-GW-01-(02).

2.2.4 Sample Analyses

A1l groundwater samples were analyzed for the target compound 1ist (TCL) by
a REM III team laboratory. A DQO level 3 analysis was requested.
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3.0 NATURE AND EXTENT OF CONTAMINATION

3.1 SUBSURFACE GAS

Monitoring of subsurface gas probes with an explosimeter, organic vapor
analyzer and photoionization detector (HNu) indicated that gas was present
in only one of four subsurface gas probes. This probe, 5G-06, registered
approximately 30 ppm of gas on the organic vapor analyzer. One sample and
one replicate were collected from this probe and sent for Tlaboratory
analysis in accordance with Section 2.1.5.

The results of this analysis (Table 3-1) show that gas from this probe
consists of approximately 78 percent nitrogen and 21 to 22 percent oxygen
and/or argon. These percentages are very close to the percentages of basic
gases found in ambient air (78 percent nitrogen, 21 percent oxygen, less
than 1 percent argon, and 0.003 percent carbon dioxide).

Analysis of subsurface gas from this probe showed 7 to 10 ppb benzene, 2.4
to 2.6 ppb of 1,1,1-trichloroethane, 1 ppb of tetrachloroethylene and 0.5
ppb of trichloroethylene.

Discussion

The installation of subsurface gas probes at the toe of the slope on the
north-northeast side of the WDI site proceeded as planned. Utilizing both
visual observation and field instrumentation, soil from borings in this area
did not appear to contain any contaminants.

The installation of subsurface gas probes on the top of *the slope was much
more difficult. Rock, brick, asphalt and concrete were encountered at a
depth of approximately three feet. As a result, only one of three gas
probes was installed in this area. This probe was installed at the desired
depth but the bottom of the probe was resting on brick. Brick, asphalt ard
concrete were also visible along the sides of this boring.
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TABLE 3-1

LABORATORY RESULTS FOR SUBSURFACE GAS SAMPLES
WASTE DISPOSAL INC.
SANTA FE SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA

Concentration (in volume by sample)

Basic Gases SG-06-01 $G-06-02
Oxygen and/or Argon 21.3 21.9
Nitrogen 78.3 78.1
Carbon Monoxide ND ND
Methane ND ND
Carbon Dioxide ND ND
ARB Specified Concentration (in parts per billion by sample)
Air Contaminants SG-06-01 SG-06-02
Vinyl Chloride ND ND
Methylene Chloride ND ND
Carbon Tetrachloride TR <.05 TR <¢.05
Chloroform TR <.05 TR <.05
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 2.4 2.5
1,2-Dichloroethane ND ND
Trichloroethylene 0.5 0.5
Benzene 7 10
Tetrachloroethylene 1 i
1,2-Dicbromoethane ND ND

ND - Not Detected.
TR - Trace.
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The presence of benzene, 1,1,1-trichloroethane, tetrachloroethylene and
trichloroethylene, even though 1in small concentrations 1in this probe,
indicates that these gases probably exist beneath the upper strata of the
site. Benzene 1is a suspected carcinogen and is moderately toxic when
ingested, inhaled or absorbed through the skin. The National Institute of
Occupational Health and Safety (NIOSH) expressed concern in 1976, based on
animal studies, that high-level exposure to 1,1,1-trichloroethane could
cause birth defects. NIOSH also warned in 1978 of the possible carcinogeni-
city of tetrachloroethylene based on animal tests. The carcinogenicity of
trichloroethylene is currently an unresolved controversy.

3.2 GROUNDKWATER

One sample and one replicate were collected from groundwater well GHW-01.
One sample was also collected from groundwater well GW-04. These samples
were sent for analysis in accordance with Section 2.2.4.

The results of this analysis (Tables 3-2 and 3-3) show that groundwater from
GH-01 (Whittier Union High School District) contains methylene chloride,
acetone, 2-butanone, 1,1,1-trichloroethane and trichloroethene, barium,
calcium, chromium, copper, iron, magnesium, manganese, mercury, potassium,
selenium, silver, sodium and zinc. The concentrations of trichloroethane
and tetrachloroethene exceed the California Department of Health Services
action levels for drinking water. However, no contaminants were found in
samples from GW-01 in exceedance of Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) Maximum
Contaminant Levels (MCLs), water quality criteria of the Clean Water Act, or
water quality objectives of the Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los
Angeles Region.

Groundwater samples from GHW-04 <(Mutual MWater Owners Association of Los
Nietos) contain concentrations of methylene chloride, acetone, 2-butanone,
barium, calcium, chromium, magnesium, manganese, mercury, potassium,
selenium, silver, sodium and zinc, although the concentration of these
contaminants do not exceed standards.
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TABLE 3-2

LABORATORY RESULTS - ANALYSIS FOR VOLATILE, PESTICIDES/PCB CONTAMINANTS
IN OFFSITE GROUNOWATER WELLS
WASTE DISPOSAL INCORPORATED
SANTA FE SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA

California
Concentrations (in ug/1 by Well Number) SDWA MCL 2 CWA WQC b DHS Drinking Water

Contaminant GW-01-01 G¥-01-02 GW-04-01 Blank (in ug/1) (in ug/1) Action Levels

{in ug/1)
Methylene Chloride 34.46 34.91 8.84 6.81 NA NA 40.00
Acetone 10.79 12.15 14.19 14.70 NA NA NA
2-Butanone 2.33 ND 1.22 ND NA NA NA
1,1,1=Trichioroethane 1.24 ND ND ND 200.00 NA 100.00
Trichloroethene 11.41 11.17 ND ND NA NA 5.00
4-Methyl 2-Pentanone 1.16 ND ND ND NA NA NA
Tetrachloroethene 26.33 26.29 ND ND NA NA 4.00
Acrylonitrile ND ND ND 103.07 NA 0.058 NA
Pesticides/PCBs ND ND ND ND Various Various Various

Sampling Date: 5/26/88.

Note: Those compounds not listed were not detected.

34 SDWA - Safe Orinking Water Act; MCL - Maximum Contaminant Level.
b CWA - Clean Water Act; WQC - Water Quality Criteria.

ND - Not detected.

NA -~ Not applicable.
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TABLE 3-3

LABORATORY RESULTS - ANALYSIS FOR METAL CONTAMINATION IN
OFFSITE GROUNDWATER WELLS
WASTE DISPOSAL INCORPORATED
SANTA FE SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA

Concentration (in ug/l by Well Nymber) SOWA MCL 3 RWQCB Standard b

Metals GW-01-01 GW-01-02 GW-04-01 {(in ug/1) (in ug/1)
Barium [66] [68] [24] 1,000 1,000
Calcium 131,000 127,000 164,000 NA NA
Chromium (III/VI) © 29 29 [4.3] 50 500
Copper [13] ND ND NA NA
Iron [16] ND ND NA NA
Magnesium 26,300 24,800 48,100 NA NA
Manganese [6.0] NO [3.0] NA NA
Mercury 0.3 0.4 0.8 2.0 2.0
Potassium (3.210]3 [3,360] [3,950] NA NA
Selenium [1.6} ND 6.9 10 10
Silver {0.6] [1.31 {0.7] 50 50
Sodium 54,900 51,600 98,700 NA NA
Zinc 44 25 21 NA NA

Sampling Date: 5/26/88.
Note: Those metais not listed were not detected.
NA - Not applicable.

[ 1 Indicates inorganic results which fall between IDL (Instrument Detection Limit) and CRQL (Contract Required Quanitation Limit).
Values are considered estimates and usable for limited purposes.

2 SDWA - Safe Drinking Water Act; MCL - Maximum Contaminant Level.

From water quality objectives for groundwater in the Los Angeles Basin as listed in the "Water Quality Plan" (California Regional
Water Quality Control Board - Los Angeles Region 1975).

€ Chromium reported as total chromium in sample.
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Discussion

Although numerous contaminants were found in samples from offsite groundwater
wells which are upgradient of the WDI site, only the concentration of
trichloroethane and tetrachloroethene exceeds standards. However, until
additional sampling can be done, the inability of the sampling team to gain
access to groundwater wells immediately down-gradient of the WDI site leaves
unresolved the question of whether or not wastes from the site have
contaminated area groundwater.
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4.0 CONCLUSIONS

4.1 DATA LIMITATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE HORK

The utilization of data obtained from interim field activities is limited in
its ability to identify contaminants which should be of concern during
future field work, the evaluation of remedial alternatives, and the WDI
health risk assessment because Ebasco personnel were unable to sample those
locations which are believed to represent the most likely pathways for the
off-site migration of contaminants. Therefore, in order to obtain data
which is effective in accomplishing these objectives it is recommended that
future work include the installation and sampling of 35-50 ft deep vadose
zone monitoring wells along the bank on the north-northeast boundary of the
WDI site.

4.2 RECOMMENDED REMEDIAL ACTION OBJECTIVES

A remedifal action objective is a description of remedial goals for each
medium of concern at a site; expressed in terms of the contamination of
concern; exposure route(s) and receptor(s), and maximum acceptable exposure
level(s). However, since the groundwater wells which were sampled are in a
direction which is assumed to be upgradient of the WDI site and since no
subsurface gas was detected in subsurface gas probes closest to sensitive
health receptors, the formulation of remedial action objectives was not
deemed appropriate. In addition, expedited response actions are not
recommended at this time.
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TESTING GUIDELINES

FOR ACTIVE SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL SITES
Prepared Pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 41805.5

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Background

In 1984, the California Legislature passed and the governor signed AB 3525 (Calderon).
This bill set forth gas and ambient air testing requirements at disposal sites in
California. In response to the passage of AB 3525, the California Air Pollution Control
Officers Association (CAPCOQOA) asked the Air Resources Board (ARB) staff to participate in
the development of testing and evaluation guidelines for test reports prepared pursuant to
the statute. In September 1986, while the CAPCOA committee was developing these
guidelines, the governor signed AB 3374 (Calderon) (Health and Safety Code Section (HSC)
41805.5, attached as Appendix A) which made modifications to AB 3525, As part of the new
statute, the ARB was directed, in consultation with the air pollution control districts,
to develop guidelines to implement the new statute. AB 3374 requires these guidelines to
contain information “specifying the air contaminants to be tested for, and identifving
acceptable testing, analytical, and reporting methods to be employed in completing the
report” required by the statute. ARB staff, jointly with the original CAPCOA committee,
has developed these guidelines to comply with AB 3374. Also participating in the
development of these guidelines was the Waste Management Board, the Water Resources
Control Board, and the Government Refuse Collection and Disposal Association. These
guidelines also reflect appropriate comments received during the public review of the
CAPCOA guidelines developed for AB 3525.

HSC 41805.5 requires all active disposal sites to conduct tests and measurements to
determine the composition of landfill gases, the presence of specified air contaminants in
the ambient air, and whether off site subsurface migration of landfill gas is occurring.
HSC 41805.5 also directs the ARB to publish landfill testing guidelines "specifying air
contaminants to be tested for and idennfying acceptable testing, analytical and reporting
mentods." An active disposal site is one which is currently receiving solid waste or has
received solid waste after January 1, 1984. HSC 41805.5 requires all active disposal sites
to report test results to air pollution control officers (APCO) by July 1, 1987. If,
however, the report is not complete by July 1, 1987, the APCO may place the disposal site
on a compliance schedule which includes a date by which the report must be filed. This
date may not be later than January 1, 1989.

HSC 41805.5 defines an inactive disposal site as one which has not received solid waste
since January 1, 1984. These disposal sites should have completed and filed a screening
questionnaire with the local APCO before November 1, 1986. Inactive disposal sites should
contact their APCD for information on the questionnaire.

These guidelines are intended for sites which accept solid waste. Guidelines for sites
which accept or have accepted hazardous waste will be published at a later date.

The guidelines are designed to provide a screening of disposal sites to determine which
disposal sites in the state may pose a potential public health risk.  The testing
procedures and the amount of testing suggested in the guidelines are the” first step in
this screening process. The APCOs will review the test reports, and if the APCO



determines the sites may pose a health risk, the sites may have to conduct additional
monitoring or take remedial action.

All disposal site owners must submit testing proposals to the APCO for approval before any
testing can begin. Climate and land differences in different parts of the state may
require variations in the test procedures. Accordingly, testing and procedure variations
are allowed in the guidelines.

B. Report To The Air Pollution Control Officer

HSC 41805.5 requires all disposal site owners to submit a test report to the local APCO.
The test report for active disposal sites is due on July 1, 1987. To comply with HSC
41805.5, the test report must contain:

"1. Chemical characterization test results to determine the cumposition of gas streams
immediately above the solid waste disposal site, or immediately above the solid waste
disposal site and within the solid waste disposal site.

2. Analyses for specified air contaminants in the ambient air adjacent to the solid waste
disposal site to determine the effect of the site on air quality.

3. Test results to determine if there is any underground landfill gas migration bevond
the solid waste disposal site’s perimeter."”

HSC 41805.5 requires all solid waste assessment test reports to be filed by July 1, 1987.
If, however, the report is not complete by that date, the APCO can place the disposal site
on a compliance schedule which includes a date by which the report must be filed. Because
the ARB must file its final report to the Legislature by July 1, 1989, all disposal site
reports must be filed with the APCDs by January 1989.

To ensure an adequate solid waste assessment test report is prepared, each disposal site
owner must submit a proposal to the APCO for approval. The proposal should include a
description of the gas characterization system to be used, location of all monitoring
wells, both on and off the site, an ambient air monitoring plan, and all the results of
past air or landfill gas testing performed at the site, including the results of any
testing done to prepare the proposal. Testing cannot begin until the APCO approves the
monitoring plan.

The very large number of active sites, the indefinite number of inactive sites which may
require testing, and the limited laboratory capacity will make it difficult for all sites
to meet these deadlines. Limited testing and analytical resources will need to be used on
sites which may present a more serious threat to public health. Accordingly, in order to
meet the schedule prescribed by HSC 41805.5 and to allocate scarce resources, active solid
waste disposal sites are divided into Category I and Category II sites. Category II sites
are those with a filled surface area less than twenty-five acres, total waste in place of
less than 500,000 tons, and with no occupied building within one thousand feet of the site
perimeter. All other sites are Category I sites.

C. Category I Sites

For the gas stream characterization test, the owner will perform either the integrated
surface sample or the landfill gas test and the integrated surface sample to determine



what is in the landfill gas. Section II contains the gas stream characterization
procedures. For the ambient air test, the site owner will conduct a meteorological survey
and 3 days of ambient air monitoring at the site perimeter. Section III contains the
ambient air testing information. For the gas migration test the owner will install one
migration test well for each 1000 feet of site perimeter and sample the well to determine
if there is off site gas migration. Section IV contains the gas migration testing
information.

D. Category II Sites

The Category II sites may meet the HSC 41805.5 requirements by conducting the testing
specified for Category I sites, or altemmatively by conducting an emissions screening,
landfill gas sample, limited ambient air monitoring, and limited off site gas migration
testing. During the emissions screening, the technician walks over the disposal site, and
using a flame ionization detector, notes any readings above 50 parts per million total
organics as methane. For the disposal site gas test, one sample of landfill gas is taken
from the center of the site and analyzed for the Attachment 1 compounds, methane, carbon
dioxide, oxygen, and nitrogen at the disposal site detection limits. For the ambient air
testing, the owner can conduct one twenty-four hour sample downwind of the disposal site
and assume that upwind concentrations approach zero. For the off site gas migration
testing, a maximum of four probes are installed around the disposal site and tested for
total organics as methane. Section V contains the specific procedures for Category I
testing. :

To ensure that the site is adequately characterized, the Category II site will also be
required to complete the questionnaire in Attachment 3 if the alternative limited testing
is conducted. The APCO will evaluate the Category I site reports, and based on the
information submitted, will determine whether further testing is necessary.

E. Report To The Air Resources Board

Government Code Section 66796.54(b) requires the ARB to prepare a report to the
legislature on "the extent of hazardous waste in solid waste disposal sites and the
potential effects these hazardous wastes may have upon the ambient air quality of the
state." In order to prepare this report the ARB will review the data gathered under the
guidelines. The form for the report to the ARB is attached as Appendix B. This form
should be completed by the site owner and forwarded to the APCO with the solid waste
assessment test report. Once the APCO determines the solid waste assessment test report
is adequate, the form should be forwarded to the ARB.

II. GAS STREAM CHARACTERIZATION

HSC 41805.5 requires solid waste assessment test reports to include test results to
determine the composition of gas streams immediately above the site, or immediately above
the site and within the site, as appropriate, as determined by the APCO. Based on
information provided on the individual disposal site, the APCO must determine which method
is appropriate to characterize the disposal site. To meet the requirements, the test may
consist of one of the following:

1. Testing the air immediately above the disposal site surface using the integrated
surface sampling technique, or



2. Testing the air immediately above the disposal site surface and testing the gas within
the disposal site using both the integrated surface sample and the landfill gas sample.

If the APCO approves characterization of the landfill gas by sampling the air immediately
above the disposal site, then integrated surface samples are taken. An integrated surface
sample involves sampling the air three inches above the disposal site surface while a
technician walks a prescribed course with the sampling equipment over one 50,000 square-
foot grid of the disposal site surface. The process is repeated for five 50,000 square-
foot grids of the site and the samples are analyzed for the Attachment 1 compounds.
Methane is also tested for to gather information on overall disposal site emissions.

Landfill gas testing involves taking samples of the landfill gas out of the interior of
the disposal site and testing them for the Attachment 1 compounds. The samples are also
analyzed for oxygen and nitrogen for information on sample integrity. Carbon dioxide and
methane concentrations will give information on gas production.

If the APCO approves characterization of the landfill gas by sampling the air immediately
above the disposal site surface and within the disposal site, the owner should conduct the
disposal site gas testing as set out in these guidelines, and the integrated surface
sampling for one 50,000 square-foot grid of the disposal site.

Landfill gas testing requires the compounds listed in Attachment 1 to be determined to the
"disposal site" detection limits. Integrated surface sampling requires the compounds
listed in Attachment 1 to be determined to the “air" detection limits.

A. Landfill Gas Testing

If the disposal site has an operatng interior gas collection system, samples should be
taken from the system; additional wells need not be installed. Each instalied well should
be to a depth of at least 6 feet below the bottom of the intermediate or final cover. The
well should not penetrate any leachate liner. During installation the contractor should
take appropriate steps to mitigate the public nuicance of gas escape. All wells should be
capped when not being sampled.

To locate the wells, draw a box around the
disposal site on a scale map with the box sides
100 feet outside the filled area edge. The
sides should run north-south, east-west
Connect the opposite corners with diagonals.
Locate 5 points: Point A at the diagonal
intersection, point B at the center of the
largest sector formed by the diagonals and
the filled area, point C at the center of the
next larger sector, point D at the center of
the next larger sector, and point E at the
center of the smallest sector. Figure 1 is
an example. Five samples should be taken,
one sample from each well and analyzed for
the Attachment 1 compounds.

ol 4 S > i = AN

Figare 1: Well Location Exampie



To complete the HSC 41805.5 requirements for characterizing landfill gas, the owner should
perform an investigation of methane emissions from one 50,000 square-foot grid of the
disposal site along with the landfill gas test. The grid selected should be approved by
the APCO and the owner should use methods described in these guidelines.

1. Protocol

The technician should make certain the seal around the top of the well does not allow air
infiltration. The well shouid not be sampled until 24 hours after the installation is
complete. To sample the well, the technician attaches the pump and withdraws at least 2
well volumes from the well. The technician then attaches the bag and draws a ten liter
sample at a one liter per minute rate. The bag should be in a light sealed container and
should be analyzed within 72 hours.

If the owner chooses to leave the well intact for future sampling, the pipe should be
capped or a valve installed to prevent gas leakage. If the owner removes the well, the
hole should be filled and resealed to prevent gas escape.

2. Data

For each sample, the owner should record:

a. Date, time, and sample location.

b. Methane, COz, oxygen, and nitrogen concentrations.

c. Concentrations of compounds listed in Attachment 1. Analytical methods are included
in Attachment 2.

d. The operating schedule, status, and gas quantity extracted for any landfill gas
collection system for the previous 3 days for each day sampled.

B. Integrated Surface Sampling

The integrated surface sample is a method of characterizing disposal site emissions.
Integrated surface sampling is designed to sample the landfill gas emissions immediately
after they have passed through the disposal site final cover and entered the atmosphere.
Because the sampling system will dilute the emitted landfill gas, use of more sensitive
analytical methods are necessary to adequately characterize the sample.

The owner will collect and analyze a minimum of five samples, one sample from each 50,000
square foot grid centered on points as determined in Figure 1 on page 4, and one sample
from the air over the liquid near the edge of each evaporation pond on the site. Figure 2
is a typical walking pattern for each grid.

Sloped areas of the disposal site should be investigated along with the level areas. If
investigaton of the steep areas is a safety concern, the owrner does not have to test
theg.oareas. The areas not to be tested must be approved prior to the testing by the
APCO.



1. Number of Samples

One sample will be collected from each of the five grids, and one sample from near the
edge of any evaporation pond on the site.

2. Sampling Conditions

a. Average wind speed suitable for this sampling procedur¢ is less than 5 miles per hour.
Surface sampling should be terminated when the average wind speed exceeds S miles per hour
or the instantaneous wind speed exceeds 10 miles per hour. Average wind speed is
determined on a 10 minute average.

b. Surface monitoring is to be conducted when the disposal site is dry and no rain has
fallen. The disposal site is considered dry when there has been no rain for the 72 hours
prior to sampling.

3. Equipment Description

An integrated surface sampler is a porable
self-contained unit with its own internal
power source. The integrated sampler
consists of a stainless steel collection

e _f probe approximately 3.5 inches in diameter
> (funnel: 316 stainless steel), &2 flow meter,
a pump, and a 10-liter Tedlar® bag enclosed

in a light sealed cardboard box.

a. Power: Two 9 volt batteries.

b. Pump: One 12V DC pump. The diaphragm is
made of nonlubricated Viton® rubber. The
maximum pump unloaded flow rate is 4.5 liters
' | per minute.

c. One 10 liter Tedlar® bag with a valve.
The Tedlar® bag is contained in a light
sealed cardboard box to prevent photochemical
reactions from occurring during sampling and
transportation. The wvalve is a push-pull
type constructed of aluminum and stainless
' steel, with a Viton® o-ring seal.

d. Rotameter made of borosilicate glass
; with a flow range of 0 to 1 liter per minute.
’ The scale is in milliliters with major
graduations (labeled) every S ml and minor
graduations every 1 ml.

Figure 2: Walking Pattern
Source: South Coast AQMD



e. Air Flow Control Orifice: Needle valve in the flow meter.
f. Funnel: 316 stainless steel.
g. Fittings, tubing and connectors: 316 stainless steel or Teflon®.

h. An anemometer and wind vane with a continuous recorder: 3 cup assembly, range 0 - 50
miles per hour, with a threshold limit of 0.75 miles per hour or less.

4. Sampling Procedure

A portable bag sampler as described in the previous section will be used to collect a
surface sample from each grid, and at each evaporaton pond. During sampling, the probe
is to be placed approximately 2 to 3 inches above the disposal site surface. A separate
gas sample of approximately 8 to 10 liters will be collected from each grid. The sampler
will be set at a flow rate of approximately 333 cubic centimeters per minute and the
technician will walk through a course of approximately 2,600 linear feet over a continuous
25-minute period. Other grid sizes, collection rates and walk patterns may be used if
prior approval is obtained from the APCO.

Islet Probe

Cards~-ard den

Figure 3: Integrated Surface Sampler
Source: South Coast AQMD

An anemometer and wind vane with continuous recorder will be installed at a site which is
representative of the wind speeds and directions of the areas being sampled. The wind
velocity should be recorded throughout the sampling period. The wind vane should be
properly oriented.

5. Analytical Procedures
All bag samples collected should be analyzed within 72 hours of collection for total

organic compounds and Attachment 1 compounds. The lower detection limits for these tests
is listed in the "air” column of Attachment 1.



III. AMBIENT AIR MONITORING

HSC 41805.5 requires that air adjacent to disposal sites be tested and analyzed for
specified air contaminants. To comply with HSC 41805.5, disposal site owners should
conduct ambient air monitoring at the perimeter of the disposal site. The test should
adequately characterize the contaminants in the air. The air column listed in Attachment
1 shows the lower detection limits to be achieved in parts per billion. Each disposal
site should perform the ambient air sampling on three separate, not necessarily
consecutive, days.

At sites where the owner has chosen to characterize only the gas above the disposal site
using the integrated surface sampling technique, all specified air contaminants must be
tested and analyzed for in the air samples. A site where landfill gas testing is used and
where chloroethene (vinyl chloride) is identified in the landfill gas, then the ambient
air samples need only be tested for chloroethene (vinyl chloride).

The guidelines contain three suggested procedures for testing the ambient air. These
procedures were developed to cover differences in topography and climate which may occur
at different sites. [Each option has two parts. One addresses sites with different day
and night wind patterns and one addresses sites with the same day and night wind patterns.
The option chosen will depend on the results of the meteorological survey.

A. OPTION1
1. General Procedures

HSC 41805.5 requires that air adjacent to disposal sites be tested and analyzed for
specified air contaminants. If the disposal site has a gas collection system which does
not operate continuously, at least one of the sampling days should be a day before the gas
collection system is turned on after a typical inoperative period. This option requires
twenty-four hour samples to be taken on 3 separate, not necessarily consecutive, days.

2. Meteorological Survey

A meteorological survey should be conducted prior to ambient air sampling in order to
determine the local wind flow patterns which will subsequently be used to help identfy
the number and location of samplers required for an effective ambient air monitoring
program. The operator should submit the survey to the APCO prior to ambient sampling, as
part of the monitoring plan. The survey should summarize how wind flow patterns at the
site will be characterized based on: previously collected on site 'meteorological data,
data collected nearby (e.g., local airport data), proximity to water or terrain which may
influence diurnal variations (e.g., daytime upslope winds, nighttime downslope, or sea
breeze conditions), or a plan for on site meteorological data collection prior to ambient
monitoring. In completing an on site meteorological survey prior to monitoring, wind
sensors should be located nine to twelve feet above the ground and a minimum of sixty feet
from obstacles such as trees, shrubbery, and buildings.

3. Ambient Air Sampling
a. General Sampling Criteria

At the completion of the meteorological survey, and on approval of the APCO, ambient air



sampling equipment will be installed at the appropriate locations which will be determined
v:

1. Site topography,
2. Meteorological survey, and
3. Local land use patterns.

The samplingequipmentshouldbelocated
at or near the perimeter of the waste
disposal site, in the clear and away
from surrounding obstructions. The
inlet probes for the ambient samplers
should be located between six and nine

feet off the ground (reaching height)

and a minimum Of Sixty fcct from DINFETIONALLY CONTROLLED Bammi L
obstacles such as trees, shrubbery and

buildings. Air flow around the inlet @ rercm samer
probe should be unrestricted in an arc

of at least 270 degrees with the —" .

predominant wind direction for greatest Aahatia

expected pollutant  concentration e s cmeees
potential included in the 270 degree ——
arc. The sampler locations should be .

carefully selected to ensure the &’
predicted prevailing wind patterns for
the sampling date will come across the
main body of the disposal site to the IR P ) S1TEE — Ty Hesmum
downwind staion. Wind speed and O
direction measurements will continue to

be collected throughout the ambient air

sampling period to verify that the

meteorological criteria are met.

Figure 4: Option 1
Source: South Coast AQMD

Ambient air samples will be collected over a 24-hour period beginning and ending at 10:00
AM. using the self-contained portable sampling units described in Equipment Description.
In general, 24-hour and directionally controlled sampling will be required to ensure that
maximum contaminant concentrations are identified for each sampling period. However,
directionally controlled sampling may not be required at sites which have a constant wind
direction for 24 hours. All samples will be removed from the samplers immediately after
the 24-hour sampling period and analyzed for the required compounds. It is recommended
that the sample be analyzed within 72 hours of collection.

b. Specific Sampling Criteria
i. At sites that experience different day and night wind flow patterns, a minimum of two

24-hour samplers and two directionally controlled samplers will be required. Twenty-four
hour samplers will be placed at the upwind and downwind site perimeters based on the



prevailing wind direction. The directionally controlled sampler(s) located downwind of
the disposal site should be placed at sites which will sample under the stable (drainage)
wind conditions identified in the meteorological survey. The directionally controlled
sampler located upwind of the disposal site should be placed near the upwind 24-hour
sampler. The 24-hour samplers will operate continuously for the specified 24 hours and
the directionally controlled samplers will only operate when the wind direction is within
a wind sector allowing air to pass across the disposal site to the downwind sampler. This
will allow the downwind directionally controlled sampler(s) to only collect air that has
passed over the disposal site and the upwind directionally controlled sampler to only
collect air that has not passed over the disposal site.

ii. At site that experience a constant wind direction for 24 hours, a minimum of two 24-
hour samplers will be required. A 24-hour sampler will be place both upwind and downwind
of the site based on the prevailing wind direction so that the upwind sampler only
collects air that has not passed over the disposal site and the downwind sampler only
collects air that has passed over the disposal site. Additional 24 hour samplers should
be placed at locations which will sample under the stable (drainage) wind conditions
identified in the meteorological survey. Since the wind direction does not change, these
24-hour samplers will act as directionally controlled samplers as well as 24-hour
samplers. Comparison of the results from these samplers will provide information on
ambient air quality standards and the effects the disposal site has on the ambient air
quality.

4. Sampling Conditions

Ambient air sampling should be conducted on days when stable and unstable meteorological
conditions are characterized by the following meteorological conditions:

a. Stable nights with average wind speeds of five miles per hour or less.

b. Daytime conditions with average wind speeds of ten miles per hour or less.

No sampling will be conducted under the following adverse meteorological conditions:
a. Precipitation

b. Twenty-four hour average wind speeds greater than ten miles per hour.

. Equipment Description

Ui

?’

Bag Sampler

1. Pump with a diaphragm made of non-lubricated Viton® rubber. The maximum pump unloaded
flow rate is 4.5 liters per minute.

2. One 10-liter Tedlar® bag with a push-pull valve constructed of aluminum and stainless
steel with a Viton® o-ring seal.

3. Rotameter made of borosilicate glass with a flow range of three to fifty cubic
centimeters per minute. The scale is in millimeters with major graduations (labeled)
every 5 mm and minor graduations every 1 mm.
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. Air flow control orifice made with 316 stainless steel capillary tubing.

4

S. Bypass valve.
6. Fittings, tubing and connectors made with 316 stainless steel or teflon.
7

. Clock timer with an accuracy that should be better than 1%.

b. Wind directionally controlled system

1. Wind direction sensor with a vane which has a range of 0 - 540 degrees and a threshold
of 1.00 mile per hour or less.

2. Controller and indicator console with an indicator range of O - 360 degrees and an
accuracy of £ 2% of full scale.

c. Wind speed and direction monitoring with continuous recorder.

1. Anemometer three cup assembly with a range.of 0-50 miles per hour and a threshold of
0.75 miles per hour or less.

2. Wind vane with a range of O - 540 degrees and a threshold of 1.00 miles per hour or
less.

6. Wind Data Reporting

Wind data (speed and direction) will be
reported as an howly average. For
example, the data collected between 1:00
P.M. and 2:00 P.M. will be averaged and
reported as the 1:00 PM. hourly
average. Wind speeds will be reported
in miles per hour. Wind directions will
be reported using the sixteen point
scale (sixteen directional points
corresponding to the mariner’s compass
rose on which each direction is
equivalent to a 22 1/2 degree sector of
a 360 degree circle). For example, wind
directions would be N, NNE, NE, E ESE,
SE,SSE,S,SSW,SW, WSW, W, WNW,NW,
and NNW.

B' OP’rION 2 AINIPLA OF SOMR (4] SWPLERE DR O (2) Bl BareL EAT

T (2 TSwaAIR Garve SRS

TMO (37 LK TWae Te-mOUR BATPLINS

1. General Procedures
HSC 41805.5 requires that air adjacent

See Option 1. Figure 5: Option 2
Source: South Cosst AQMD
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to disposal sites be tested and analyzed for specified air contaminants. These guidelines
require that 24-hour and less than 24-hour ambient air sampling be conducted on three
different, not necessarily consecutive, days. '

2. Meteorological Survey

See Option 1.

3. Ambient Air Sampling

See Option 1, Subsection 3a, General Sampling Criteria.

a. At sites that experience different but predictable day and night wind flow patterns, a
minimum of two 24-hour samplers and two less than 24-hour samnlers will be required. One
24-hour sampler will be placed both upwind and downwind of the site based on the
prevailing wind direction. The less than 24-hour sampler(s) located downwind of the
disposal site should be placed at sites to sample under the stable (drainage) wind
conditions identified in the meteorological survey. The less than 24-hour sampler located
upwind of the disposal site should be placed near the upwind 24-hour sampler. The start
and siop times for the less than 24-hour samplers will correspond to the stable (drainage)
conditions identified by analyzing the the hourly wind roses. The 24-hour samplers will
operate continuously for the specified 24 hours and the less than 24-hour samplers will
only operate when the wind direction is coming across the disposal site to the downwind
sampler. This will allow the downwind less than 24-hour sampler(s) to only collect air
that has passed over the disposal site and the upwind less than 24-hour sampler to only
collect air that has not passed over the disposal site.

b. At sites that experience a constant wind direction for 24 hours, a minimum of two 24-
hour samplers will be required. A 24-hour sampler will be place both upwind and downwind
of the site based on the prevailing wind direction so that the upwind sampler only
collects air that has not passed over the disposal site and the downwind sampler only
collects air that has passed over the disposal site. Additional 24 hour samgplers should
be placed at locations which will sample under the stable (drainage) wind conditions
identified in the meteorological survey. Since the wind direction does not change, these
24-hour samplers will act as directionally controlled samplers as well as 24-hour
samplers. Comparison of the results from these samplers will provide information on
ambient air quality standards and the effects the disposal site has on the ambient air
quality.

4. Sampling Conditions
See Option 1.

5. Equipment Description
See Ontion 1.

6. Wind Data Reporting

See Option 1.
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C. OPTION3
1. General Procedures

HSC 41805.5 requires that air adjacent to disposal sites be tested and analyzed for
specified air contaminants. These guidelines require that 24-hour ambient air sampling be
conducted on three different, not necessarily consecutive, days. -

2. Meteorological Survey

See Option 1.
3. Ambient Air Sampling

See Option 1, Subsection 3a, General
Sampling Criteria.

a. At sites that experience different
day and night wind flow patterns, a
minimum of three 24-hour samplers will
be required. One 24-hour sampler will
be placed on both upwind and downwind of
the site based on the prevailing wind
direcion. Additional 24 hour samplers
will be located downwind of the disposal site
at sites which will sample under the ®
stable  (drainage) wind  conditions R,
identified in the meteorological survey.

In addition, one 24-hour sampler will be

placed in the vacinity of the disposal site,

apprOXimatCIy one milc away' 50 it Wi.u RINIRS OF NONX 13 SITES — F4=uOUt SARLOW
not be affected by the disposal site : - o e AT & o0 Smise &
craissions. This 24-hour sampler should DR LI B paY 4 wibeir
also be approximately one mile away from o s Yive LoCATES fu e TptaTE
other possible major emission sources so C A i Fon e

(¥ g 1"Y

that the sample it collects will
represent the background concentrations
for the area. This background sampler
whould be located in the clear and away

Figure 6: Optdon 3
Source: South Coast AQMD

from surrounding obstructions. Its inlet probe must be located between six and nine feet
off the ground (breathing height) and a minimum of 60 feet from obstacles such as trees,
shrubbery, and buildings. Air flow around the inlet probe must be unrestricted. All of
the 24-hour samplers will operate continuously for the specified 24 hours. Comparison of
the results from the samplers will provide information on the ambient air quality
standards.

b. At sites that experience a constant wind direction for 24 hours, a minimum of two 24-
hour samplers will be required. A 24-hour sampler will be placed both upwind and downwind
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of the site based on the prevailing wind direction so that the upwind sampler only
collects air that has nor passed over the disposal site and the downwind sampler only
collects air that has passed over the disposal site. Additional 24-hour samplers should
-be placed at locations which will sample under the stable (drainage) wind conditions
identified in the meteorological survey. Since the wind direction does not change, these
24-hour samplers will act as less than 24-hour samplers as well as 24-hour samplers. In
addition, one 24-hour sampler will be placed in the vicinity of the disposal site,
approximately one mile away, so it will not be effected by the disposal site emissions.
This 24-hour sampler should also be approximately one mile away from possible major
emission sources so that the sample it collects will represent the background
concentrations for the area. This background sampler should be located in the clear and
away from surrounding obstructions. Its inlet probe should be located between six and
nine feet off the ground (breathing height) and a minimum of sixty feet from obstacles
such as trees, shrubbery and buildings. Air flow around the inlet probe should be
unrestricted. All of the 24-hour samplers will operate continuously for the specified 24
hours.

4, Sampling‘ Conditions

See Option 1.

5. Equipment Description

See Option 1.

6. Wind Data Reporting

See Option 1.

D. GENERIC ANALYTICAL METHODS

HSC 41805.5 directs the ARB to publish testing guidelines "specifying air contaminants to
be tested for and identifying acceptable testing, analytical and reporting mehtods. The
following generic analytical methods contain a brief description of the standard operating

procedures (SOP) used by the ARB to sample and analyze specific compounds. Specific SOPs
are contained in Attachment 2.

1. Method for Vinyl Chloride

Ambient samples are collected over a 24-hour period in a thirty liter Tedlar® bag using a
low-volume sampler.

Samples are analyzed using chromatography with Flame Ionization or Photo lonization
Detection and preconcentration techniques. Resultant concentration peak is identified by
retention times and quantified by reference to calibration standards.

2. Method for Carbon Tetrachloride, Chloroform, Ethylene Dibromide, Ethylene Dichloride,
Methyl Chloroform, Methylene Chloride, Perchloroethylene, and Trichloroethylene

Ambient samples are collected over a 24-hour period in a thirty liter Tedlar® bag using a
low volume sampler.
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Samples are analyzed using-gas chromatography with Electron Capture Detection and
preconcentration techniques. Resultant concentration peaks are identified by retention
times and quantified by references to calibration standards.

3. Method for Benzene

Ambient samples are collected over a 24-hour period in a 30-liter Tedlar® bag using a low
volume sampler.

Samples are analyzed using gas chromatography with photo ionization detection and
preconcentration techniques. Resultant concentration peaks are identified by retention
times and quantified by reference to calibration standards.

IV. GAS MIGRATION
A. General

HSC 41805.5 requires disposal site owners to test for off site underground gas migration.
If the owner has chosen to use landfill gas testing, the migration testing can be limited
to total organic gases as methane. If the owner chooses to use the integrated surface
sampling, all the wells should be tested for total organics as methane, and the two with
the highest methane concentrations should be tested for the Attachment 1 compounds.

The testing should be done at the disposal site edge in wells with spacing determined by
local geology and land use near the disposal site. Any existing perimeter monitoring
system can be used if it can be shown to provide the necessary data.

One perimeter sampling probe should be installed at the waste disposal site perimeter for
each 1000 feet of site perimeter. The site perimeter is the outer edge of the area which
is permitted to receive waste. The wells should be placed at the site perimeter between
the filled area and the areas off site where gas migration would be a potential threat to
public health or safety.

Samples should be taken from six feet below the surface. When the sampling wells are no
longer in use, the wells should be closed using Department of Water Resources published
criteria.

B. Protocol

bt

. Equipment Description
a. Pump with diaphragm made from non-lubricated Viton® rubber.
b. Battery to operate pump

. Tedlar® bags

o

d. Various fittings

o

Flame ionization detector, or similar detector, with a lower detection limit of 2 ppm
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methane.
2. Sampling Procedure

If the disposal site has a gas collection system and the system does not operate
continuously, then the probes should be sampled with the system operating and immediately
before the system is restarted after an off period.

a. Attach the pump to the well.
b. Attach the Tedlar® bag and take a 10 liter sample.
c. Check the sample for total organics as methane.

d. If the integrated surface sample was used, and if the methane concentration exceeds
1,000 parts per million, check the sample for the Attachment 1 compounds.
L ]

3. Data Reporting
For each sample, the owner should record:
a. Date, time, and sample location

b. Percentage of total organic compounds measured as methane using a flame ionization
detector, or similar detector, with a lower detection limit of 2 ppm, and if the
integrated surface sample was used, the concentrations of the Attachment 1 compounds in
the two samples with the highest concentrations of methane.

¢. Whether any landfill gas collection system was operating.

V. CATEGORY II SITE TESTING

Upon approval by the APCO, a site owner may perform Category II site testing. This
testing is an alternative to the full testing described previously in these guidelines.
The tests are designed as a screening test for sites which meet the following criteria:
Filled area less than twenty-five acres, volume of waste in place less than 500,000 tons,
and no occupied buildings within one thousand feet of the site perimeter. These sites are
not likely to pose a health risk. Accordingly, these procedures apply so that limited
resources are directed at sites which pose the most significant health risk.

The test for the Category II site consists of an emissions screening, a landfill gas
sample, a limited ambient air sample, and limited off site gas migration testing. During
the emissions screening, the technician walks over the disposal site using a flame
ionization detector and records any readings above 50 parts per million total organics as
methane. In order to characterize the landfill gas, one landfill gas sample is taken from
the center of the site of at a suitable existing test well, and tested for the Attachment
1 compounds, methane, carbon dioxide, oxygen, and nitrogen. For the off site gas
migration testing, four probes are installed around the disposal site and tested for total
organics as methane.

To ensure that the site is adequately characterized, the Category II site will- also be
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required to complete the screening questionnaire in Attachment 3. The APCO will evaluate
the Category II site reports, and based on a review of the information submitted, may
require further testing.

A. Emissions Screening

To perform the emissions screening, the technician will need a portable flame ionization
detector, or similar detector, with a lower detection limit of 2 ppm total hydrocarbons as
methane and a topographic map of the disposal site. The technician will determine the
background level and then walk over the disposal site surface and note all readings above
50 ppm methane.

1. Protocol

a. Stand at the upwind end of the disposal site and hold the detector probed in the
clear, 10 feet off the ground. Note the reading taken after 1 minute. This is the
background level.

b. Walk to the center point of the disposal site. Walk over the central acre of the
disposal site in a pattern similar to that shown in Figure 2 above. The probe must be
held within three inches of the disposal site surface.

c. On the map, note the location of any reading above 50 ppm methane.

B. Landfill Gas Test

The owner will perform the landfill gas test at one site in the center of the disposal
site. The procedure for the landfill gas test is set out in Section II above.

C. Ambient Air Testing

The owner will perform ambient air testing by placing one ambient air sampler downwind of
the disposal site and taking one twenty-four hour sample. The sample should be tested for
the Attachment 1 compounds. If, however, chloroethene (vinyl chloride) was detected in
the landfill gas, the ambient air sample need only be tested for chloroethene (vinyl
chloride).

D. Gas Migration Testing

The owner will perform the gas migration testing as set out in Section IV above. The
owner will install 1 perimeter probe for each 1000 feet of disposal site perimeter to a
maximum of 4 probes. All probes will be tested for total organics as methane.

E. Screening Questionnaire

In order to adequately characterize the Category II site, the owner should also complete
and submit the screening questionnaire in Attachment 3.

VI. QUALITY ASSURANCE FOR SAMPLING

A quality assurance plan for landfill gas testing should be prepared and submitted o0 the
APCO as part of the monitoring plan. The following quality assurance tasks are listed as
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an example of the information which should be included in the plan.
A. Quality Assurance Objectives

Quality assurance procedures for landfill gas testing are designed to perform two primary
functions. The first is to establish the necessary quality control activites relating to
sample collection, sample analysis, siting of ambient monitors, and data validation.
Secondly, the plan provides for assessment of data quality in terms of precision,
accuracy, and completeness.

B. Sampling Methods

Specific sampling methods will be prepared in a monitoring plan for review by the APCO.
The methods should include equipment specifications, acceptance testing, sample handling
and chain of custody procedures such as length of time before analysis, temperature
control on samples, and shipping procedures to prevent sample loss. The monitoring plan
will outline measures to protect the sampling apparatus and media from interference or
damage due to rain. Use of chain of custody forms is recommended. A sample chain of
custody record is attached as Appendix C. Field data sheets will be used to record
sampling date and location, initials of individuals conducting sampling, analysis and data
reduction, sample number, initial and final time and flow, malfunctions, leak checks, and
weather conditions (e.g., rain) which could influence sample results. The initial and
final flow will be averaged for the 24-hour sampling period if a flow controller is not
used. Procedures for sampling with Tedlar bags, including testing, leak checking, and
reuse are contained in a separate ARB document.

A site description form should be included for each monitoring site listing sampling
height, distances to obstructions, and shcwing the monitoring location with respect to the
waste site on a map with scale.

Ambient sampling precision will be calculated from at least 2 samplers collocated at a
site of expected maximum concentrations. The samplers should be located between 6 and 12
feet apart. Collocated samples will be collected daily for the 3 days of ambient
sampling. One sampler will be designated as the primary sampler and the others will be
designated as duplicate.

C. Analysis Methods

When possible, ARB approved methods for sample preparation and analysis should be used.
If modifications are necessary, the changes should be fully documented in the monitoring
plan and validation testing conducted. Validation testing should provide an assessment of
accuracy, precision, interferences, applicable concentration ranges, recoveries, and
limits of detection of the alternative method.

Each method developed for sample analysis should be documented in a Standard Operating
Procedure and be available for review by the APCO before monitoring begins. The method
documentation should include the quality control activities necessary to routinely monitor
data quality such as the use of control samples, field blanks, and duplicate samples. The
method should also include the frequency of analysis for quality control samples.
Analysis of control samples is recommended before each day of lab analysis and after every
tenth sample. Control samples should be analyzed to be within control limits previously
established by the laboratory performing the analysis. If results are outside the control
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limits, the method should be reviewed, recalibrated, and the control sample reanalyzed.
Field blanks should be included with each batch of samples. The identity of field blanks
and field spikes should be unknown to the analyst.

D. Calibration Procedures

The monitoring plan will specify calibration procedures including calibration intervals
for recalibration, calibration standards, environmental conditions for calibrations, and a
calibration record keeping system. When possible, National Bureau of Standards traceable
gas standards should be used for calibration of the analytical instruments in accordance
with standard analytical procedures which include multiple calibration points that bracket
the expected concentrations.

If elapsed time meters are used, rather than noting beginning and ending times, the meters
should be checked and calibrated to within £ § minutes for a 24-hour period. Samplers
operated with an automatic on/off timer should be calibrated so that the sampling period
is 24 hours * 15 minutes.

Flow meters or flow conmollers with critical orifices should be calibrated against a
referenced flow meter at the initiation of a monitoring period.

Sampling flows should be checked in the field and noted before and after each sampling
period. Before flows are checked, the sampling system should be leak checked. The
initial flow should be within £ 10% if a calibrated pressure transducer is used to check
flows or within + 15% if a calibrated rotameter is used. JFlow meters should be
recalibrated if flows are found to be outside of these control limits.

E. Preventative Maintenance

To prevent loss of data, spare pumps and sampling materials should be kept available in
the field by the operator. A schedule should be prepared for checking sampling pumps,
meteorological instruments, extension cords, crimps in sampling tubing, and leaks.

F. Data Validation - Precision, Accuracy, and Completeness

Average precision and accuracy, and respective standard deviations should be calculated

for the entire data set. The following equation should be used to calculate data
precision.

P=Y-Xx100
X
where: P = calculated data precision

Y = concentration from duplicate sampler
of collocated pair;

X = concentration from primary sampler
of collocated pair.
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Accuracy should be determined from the performance audit of flows or spiked samples and
should be calculated using the following equation:

A=Y-Xx100
X
where: A = calculated data accuracy

Y = measured concentration of spiked sample
or measured flow;

X = known concentration of spiked sample or
known flow.

Data completeness should be calculated as a percentage of valid data compared to the total
possible amount of data if no invalidations had occurred. Data will be invalidated if the
power is out at a site and the length of a sample cannot be verified, or if the sampling
medium breaks during sampling or shipment for analysis. Data will be corrected to reflect
discrepancies in the sampling flow based on the results of a flow audit.

G. Performance Audits

For sampling with sorbent tubes, a referenced flow measuring device with a standard
limiting orifice should be used to verify the indicated flows on the samplers. Flow
audits should be conducted at least once during a monitoring period. Analytical audits
should be conducted by spiking samples with referenced standards or by having another lab
analyze split samples for comparison of results.

H. Quality Assurance Reports

Quality assurance activities and data will be summarized by the staff conducting the
sampling and included as an attachment to the final data summary.

VII. TEST REPORT EVALUATION

HSC 41805.5(g) requires APCOs to evaluate the test reports. The test report data required
by July 1, 1987 provides preliminary information on ambient air concentrations and
landfill gas composition. If, after consulting with the Department of Health Services and
the California Waste Management Board, an APCO determines that levels of tested air
contaminants pose a health risk, the statute requires the district to take remedial
action. Remedial action may include further ambient air monitoring, landfill gas testing,
or installation of a landfill gas collection system.

If a district determines that a site poses a health risk, extended ambient air monitoring
is recommended as part of the mitigation process. Additional air monitoring is also
recommended at sites where the potential for public exposure or need for remedial action
is uncertain. HSC 41805.5 (f) provides that districts may reevaluate the status of a site
and require additional testing as necessary.
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ATTACHMENT 1

SPECIFIED AIR CONTAMINANTS

COMPOUND
Chloroethene (Vinyl Chloride)
Benzene
1,2-Dibromoethane (Ethylene Dibromide)
1,2-Dichloroethane (Ethylene Dichloride)
Dichloromethane (Methylene Chloride)
Tetrachloroethene (Perchloroethylene)
Tetrachloromethane (Carbon Tetrachloride)
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (Methy! Chloroform)
Trichloroethylene

Trichloromethane (Chloroform)

CH,:CHCI
CH,
BrCH,CH,Br
CICH,CH,CI
CH,Cl,
CLC:.CCl,
cal,
CH,CCl,
HCIC:CCl,
CHC,

Detection Limits, ppb

Air
2
2
0.5
0.2
1
0.2
0.2
05
0.6
0.8

Disposal site
500
500
i
20
60
10
5
10
10
2
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ATTACHMENT 2

The choice of analytical method is left up to the individual laboratory performing the
analysis. The methods provided in Attachment 2 are provided as examples of methods which
can be used to sample and analyze for the specified air contaminants identified in
Attachment 1. The methods are used by ARB laboratories to quantify the compounds listed
at or below the detection limits specified in Attachment 1. Table 2-1 summarizes the
method detection limits achievable by these methods and the detection limits to be
reported for these guidelines:

TABLE 2-1: METHOD DETECTION LIMITS

Method Detection Limits, ppb

COMPOUND Guideline Haagen-Smit  Aerometric Data
Laboratory Division

Chloroethene (Vinyl Chloride) 2 - 1
Benzene 2 0.5 0.5
1,2-Dibromoethane (Ethylene Dibromide) 0.5 0.01 0.005
1,2-Dichloroethane (Ethylene Dichloride) 0.2 0.2 0.1
Dichloromethane (Methylene Chloride) 1 1 0.6
Tetrachloroethene (Perchloroethylene) 0.2 0.004 0.01
Tetrachloromethane (Carbon Tetrachloride) 0.2 0.02 -
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (Methy! Chloroform) 0.5 0.004 0.004
Trichloroethylene 0.6 0.005 0.02

Trichloromethane (Chloroform) 0.8 0.004 0.02
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Procedure for the Sampling and Analysis
of Atmospheric Ci to Cz Halogenated Bydrocarbons
Method 103

Introduction

This procedure describes a method of sampling and
analyzing atmospheric concentrations of Ci. to C=
halogenated hydrocarbons in the range of 0.004 to
1.0 parts per billion (ppb).

Lower concentrations may be analyzed by increasing the
sample volume and using a crycgenic trap to concentrate
the sample.

Higher concentrations may be analyzed by direct inject-
ion of a diluted sample into a sample loop of a gas
chromatograph.

Compounds which can be analyzed by this method are:

Dichloromethane, CH2012, {methylene chloride)

Trichloromethan=, CHCIS, (chloroform)

1,2-Dichloroethane, ClCHZCH Cl, (ethylene dichloride, EDC)

2
1,1,1-Trichloroethane, C13CCH3’ {msthyl chloroform)

Tetrachloromethane, CC14, (carbon tetrachloride)
Trichloroethene, C120=CHC1, {trichloroethylene, TCE)

1,2-Dibromoethane, BrCHZCHzBr, {ethylene dibromide, EDB)

Tetrachloroethene, ClZC=CC1 {perchloroethylene, PERC)

2 3
Method

Air is sampled into a Tedlar bag at a calibrated and
controlled flow during selected time intervals as des-
cribed in Appendix A, "Procedure for Atmospheric Ted-
lar Bag Sampling"”.

A measured volume of the air sample is transferred by
a syringde into the chromatograph.

The components are separated by a specified column and
analyzed by an electron capture detector.

An electronic integrator auantitates the halogenated
hydrocarbons by integrating the peak areas and cal-
culating concentrations from a factor determined 2ur-
1 calibration witnh a hzlogenated hyirocurbons
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standard mixture.

Apparatus

A sampler with bags is required for each site. The
sampler and bags are prepared and operated as des-
cribed in the "Procedure for Atmospheric Tedlar Bag
Sampling"”.

A gas chromatogreph (GC) equipped with a gas inject-
ion valve and freeze-out trap inlet system is required.
An electron capture detector is used.

One GC column is required: A glass column (6 ft x
1/4 in 0.D.) packed with 0.2 percent Carbowax 1500
on Supelco 80/100 mesh Carbopac C.

Other GC supportive apparatus used are a strip chart
recorder, a remote controller, and an electronic
integrator.

Ground glass syringes (50, 100, and 250 ml. capacity)
or other suitable devices to accurately transfer air
samples from Tedlar bags to the sample inlet of the
GC are used.

A large air-tight chamber is used to prepare standard
gas mixtures.

The cryogenic traps holding the liguid nitrogen are
Dewar containers.

Reagents

All gases used in the GC analysis shall be of the
highest commercial quality available.

Helium shall have a purity of 98.995%.

Halogenated hydrocarbcns reference liquid standards,
899% purity as listed in 1.4 are used to prepare a

10 ppb working standard mixture which is used as a span
gas.

A mixture of 10 percent methane in argon is used as
make-up gas in the GC.

Commercial liquid nitrogen (b.p. = -196°C) is used to
cool the freeze-out trap.

Procedure

Bags and samplers are fabricated, tested, and operated
as described in Appendix B, "FProcedur> for the Fabri-
cation and Testin.: of Sample Bags”

[4\]



The air sample is analyzed for Ci to Cz halogenated

hydrocarbons by wusing either the loop method or the
freeze-out trap method. The freeze-out trap method is
used for ppb to ppt (parts per trillion) concentrations.

The procedure for the loop method follows:

The air sample is transferred from the gas sample bag
and ingjected into the sample loop of the GC wusing a
clean 100 mL syringe fitted with a Luer-lok to quick-
connect adapter.

The gas sampling valve (rotary type) is equipped with a
1 ml. loop.

The gas sampling valve is rotated and the sample enters
the GC analyzer and is separated into component com-
pounds.

A Carbowax 1500/Carbopak C column is used to separate
the halogenated hydrocarbons. Typical operating con-
ditions for the gas chromatograph are:

25 mL/min helium carrier gas flow

40 mlL/min 10% methane in argon make-up flow gas

80 C 10~-port valve compartment temperature

1502C injection port temperaturs

330 C detgctor temperature

6 to 160°C at 8 C/min programming column temperature
Backflush: 23 min.

Each separated component passes through the electron
capture detector and yields a response proportional
to its response factor and concentration.

Concentrations of halogenated hydrocarbons may be cal-
culated using an electronic integrator.

The procedure for the freeze-out method follows:

Immerse the sample trap in liquid nitrogen {(LN_) and
allow the temperature to stabilize while maintaining a
flow of helium through the system.

After discarding about 50 mlL of the sample, withdraw
exactly 100 mlL from the sample bag with a 100 mL syringe
and transfer the sample into the trag.

Backfill the syrirnrde with another 40 mL of helium and
flush the 40 mL t} rcugh the trap; then flush the
carrier hz2lium through tihe trap for three minutes.

Isolate th=2 cryogenic trap by using the isolation valve
which allows the casrier gas to by-pass the trap.
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Replace the LN2 Dewar flask with a Dewar containing hot
water at about®90 deg C.

Allow the trap to warm up.

Inject the sample into the carrier gas stream by turning
the GC sampling valve. The gas sample enters the GC
analyzer and is separated into component compounds.

The instrument operating conditions are the same as
those described in Section 5.2.5 above.

Each separated component passes through the electron
capture detector and yields a response proportional
to its response factor and concentration.

Calculations

The concentrations of halogenated hydrocarbons, in ppb,
are calculated by an electronic integrator using the
external standard method.

Concentration = Aree x Response Factor x Dilution Factor

The Response Factor (RF) is calculated during calibration
by the equation:

RF = Concentration
Area

Dilution Factor = Total volume of diluted sample
Initial sample volume before dilution

Replicate calibrations are averaged and the arithmetic
mean is stored as the RF for subsequent analyses.

L]
Concentrations may be converted from ppb to mg/m"
by means of the following formula:

ng/m° = P x (M.W.) x (ppb) x r10%)
(82.05) X (T)
Where:
P = Pressure in atmospheres
M.H. = Molecular weight of corresponding
halogenated hydrocarbon o
82.05 = Gas constant in com xoatm./ K-mole
T ' = Absolute temperature { K).

The concentration unit mg/m3 is equivalent to'ng/cm3
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Quality Control

Quality control procedures are followed in two areas:
sempling and analysis.

The quality control procedures used in sampling are:

The Tedlar bag samplers are checked every 6 months for
leakage and contamination. The interval is shortened
if any malfunction is suspected. A written record is
maintained of the history of each sampler. (See
Appendix A).

The Tedlar bags are checked for leakage and contamin-
ation before being used for sampling. A log book is
maintained with a complete history of bag usage.

{See Appendix B).

The quality control procedures used in analyzing the sample
are:

The accuracy of the method has not been determined.

Every six to nine months a calibration standard is prepared
in a glass-lined Pfaudler Chamber maintained by the Environ-
mental Laboratory Section of the Haagen-Smit Laboratory.

The chamber is repeatedly evacuated and flushed with zero
air until it is shown by gas chromatographic analysis to
be free of any significant contamination.

To prepare the standard, the chamber is re-evacuated and
filled with zero air to a pressure of 5 psia.

A measured volume of a volumetrically prepared solution
of halogenated hydrocarbons in methanol is injected via
a heated injector into a stream of zerc air as it is
flowing into the chamber. The veolume of the solution
injected into the chamber is chosen so as to give the
desired gas phase concentration of halogenated hydro-
carbons when the chamber is pressurized to 16 psia with
zero air.

Calibration standards are prepared periodically. The
accuracy of the standard is verified and the pro-
cedure validated by comparing the concentration of
tetrachloroethene in the chamber to that of an NBS
standard.

A newly prepared chamber working standeard is rejected
unless the tetrachlcroethene concentration based on
calculation agrees w.thin +/- 5% of the value ’
determined by z2nalysis, using the NBS standard for
calibration.



.2.2 A newly prepared chamber working standard is rejected
unless the relative response factors for ell eight
halogenated hydrocarbons of interest fall within

+/- 10% of the historically established mean values.

.3 A working chamber standard is checked at least every
three months for conformity to criteria 7.3.2.1 and
7.3.2.2.

.3.1 A new standard is prepared as frequently as required as
determined by the above mentioned criteria.

.3.2 Any reports generated after the standard ceases to be
demonstratively within the established tolerances shall
contain a cautionary explanation.

The gas chromatograph is calibrated periodically.

.1 Calibration factors are determined on the basis of the
mean values of the previous calibration runs which meet
the criteria of 7.4.3.

.2 Each day a calibration check is performed using the
Pfaudler chamber standard to span the instrument.

.3 If the response for each compound of interest is within
10% of the established calibration value, the established
calibration factors are retained.

.4 The calibration check is repeated if the response of the
instrument has changed by more than 10%¥ from the established
values.

.5 If the response is still out of tolerance, a quality

assurance report is submitted, remedial action is initiated,
and new calibration factors calculated.

.6 Blank samples shall be analyzed daily after the calibration
is completed and, whenever necessary, between sanmples.

The linearity of the instrument is checked pericdically.

.1 A gas chromatographic multipoint linearity check is
rerformed annually with standards of at least four
different concentrations and four replicate runs for
each concentration. The concentrations should include
the anticipated range of sample concentrations above
the limit of detection.

.2 The mean-square eiror due tc lack of fit about the
regression line is compared to the total mean-square
error of the independent replicates sbout their
individual means. ‘The calibrition is acceptec if
the F-ratio is less than the U5% rejestion linit.



A repeated multipoint calibration should not differ
from the previous calibration by more than 10%.

Any region of concentration that deviates more than
5% from the least-square line is considered nonlinear.

Data is reported only for compounds whose concentra-
tions lie in the linear range.

Limits of detection are established.

The limit of detection (LOD) is based on three standard
deviations (SD) of runs near the LOD (within 10 SD of
the LOD, Winefordner and Long, 1983).

The LOD should be determined at least on an annual
basis.

If the instrument response changes by more than 15%, the
instrument must be checked and the LOD redetermined.

The presence in a sample of a very large adjacent
peak will often raise the LOD in the sample.

Analytical instruments have quality control procedures.
Column conditions are checked periodically and as needed.

All GC accessible parameters is logged when a
column is first installed. These parameters are
checked daily and recorded on integrator reports.

The efficiency and resolution of the column are
checked every month. If the tests show more than a
10% change, the column is replaced.

If the headpressure required to maintain a specified
flow through the column increases by more than 100%,
the column is replaced.

If the drift of retention times of peaks results
in peak misidentification, all instrument parameters
are checked.

Replicate analyses are a gquality control procedure.

A duplicate analysis is performed on at least one
sample per day.

If the duplicate analysis (replicate) differs by more
than 20%, and if the conrcentration of the sample is
higher than 3X 1LOD, then an additional analysis is
performed.
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If the range of the replicate analyses is greater than
the mean and if the concentration of the sample is
greater than 3X LOD, the analyses are not acceptable.

If the range is within 20%, the mean and the standard
deviation are reported.

If there is any reason to suspect the presence of an
interferent (peak broadening, shift cf retention time,
shoulder formation, etc.), peak identification is
verified using another analyzer (GC/MS), detector,or
column.

When spiked samples are analyzed, the peak height and
peak area ratios of the spiked and unspiked samples
must be consistent.

Compound confirmation is a quality control procedure.

Ten percent of the analyses are confirmed by a different
analytical system (different column or different
detector, e.g. GC/MS).

If the confirmatory and the routine analyses differ by
more than 20%, none of the analyses are acceptable.

Analytical reports undergo quality control procedures.

Data storage: raw data transmitted from the integrator
are stored unmodified in electronic storage. Data are
archived according to date, site, analyses, and project
for easy retrieval. These data sre kept for 3 years in
the laboratory electronic storage.

All data above the minimum detection limits are reported
to the requesting agency in hard copy or electronic
format.

All reports are reviewed by at least two qualified
staff before they are released.

Critique _and Comments

Lower limits of detection have bteen established using
the prescribed instrument conditions and using a
100 ml. sample with the freeze-out trap technique.

Table 8.1.1 lists the lower limits of detectiorn for thea
the compounds aralyre: vy inis methed.

Interferences are not uvi.ually a serious problem for
light halogenated L drccarbasr analyeis when the
electron cayture ¢2tocior 3 usad.



The electron capture detector is selective for the
measurement of halogenated hydrocarbons. It is
virtually insensitive to other hydrocarbons thus
eliminating interferences from non-halogenated
hydrocarbons.

Any halogenated hydrocarbons present in the sample
having retention times very similar to the compounds of
interest under the operating conditions described in
this method will interfere. Therefore, proof of chem-
ical identity requires confirmation.

Water vapor at normal ambient humidity in the sample
does not interfere with the separation and quantifi-
cation of halogenated hydrocarbons.

L ]

Bigh concentrations of nitrogen oxides (500 ppm) and
sulfur oxides (50 ppm) interfere in the determination
of methylene chloride in the samples of stack
emission sources.

The procedure described herein has both advantages and
disadvantages:

This method provides a simple way of air sampling.
The concentrations of halogenated hyvdrocarbons in the
range of interest are stable for more than 24 hours
in the bag, providing sufficient time for the
analysis.

The sample is easily and repeatedly introduced into
the instrument by means of a gas sampling valve.

A representative composite sample is readily obtain-
ed for any selected time interval because the air
sampling flow rate is constant.

Both the upper and the lower limits of detection can

be extended by concentrating a larger volume of the
sample with a freeze-out trap or by diluting the sample
in a Tedlar bag with nitrogen or by loop injection.

Interferences can be eliminated by selecting chromato-
graphic conditions.

U.S. Environmental Froiection Agency (19760, “Quality
Assurance Handbook for Air Pollution Measurement
Systems, Volume I-Prirciples”, EPA-800/3-76-005
Environmental HMonit-rinZ and Support Laboratory,
Recearch Triangle V} rd, North Carclina 27711,

10



Grimsrud, E. P., and Knighton, W. B., Anal. Chen. 54,
565 (1982)

Bennett, C. A., and Franklin, M. L., "Statistical
Analysis in Chemistry and the Chemical Industry”,
John Wiley and Sons, Inc., New York, (1854),

PpP. 222-232.

Ullman, N. R., (1973), "Elementary Statistics”,
John Wiley and Sons, Inc., New York, pp. 282-298.

Winefordner, J. D. and Long, G. L., Anal. Chem.55,
712 A (1883).

CAUTION Laboratory Operetions Involving Carcincgens

Most halogenated hydrocarbons are identified as human
carcinogens; therefore, appropriate precautions should
be observed when handling these compounds. Do not
release halogenated hydrocarbon vapors to the laboratory
atmosphere at any time. When venting or purging, the
vapor must be routed to outside air. The OSHA regula-
tions pertaining to the use and handling of halogenated
hydrocarbons are published in Title 29 of the Code of
Federal Regulations available in the Federal Register,
Volume 40, May 28, 1875, pp. 23073.

11



Compound

Methylene Chloride
Chloroform
Methyl Chloroform

Carbon Tetrachloride

Trichloroethylene
Ethylene Dibromide
Perchloroethylene

Ethylene Dichloride

Limit of
Detection

LIMITS OF DETECTION

ppb
1

.004

. 004

0.02

© ©o o ©

. 005
.01
. 004

TABLE 8B8.1.1

12

Concentration

[y

0 O O O 0O O ©

pprb
.37
. 006
. 004

. 028
.01

. 0064
. 009
. 0047

.08

Mean
Area
8,230
8,290
34, 000

13,900
2,400

15,600
3,150
102, 700

61,778
26,677

Aresa

St.Dev.

800
197
3600

676
320

515
430
6080

4811
2143

n

o OOt

4,0 e)) 4

.4
St.

Rel
Dev.
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Procedure for the Sampling and Analysis
of Atmospheric Benzene
Method 102

Introduction

This procedure describes =a method of sampling and
analyzing atmospheric concentrations of benzene in the
range of 0.5 to 1000 parts per billion (ppb).

Lower coacentrations may be analyzed by increasing the
sample volume and using a cryogenic trap to concentrate the
sample.

Higher concentrations may be analyzed by direct injection
of a semple into a sample loop of a gas chromatograph.

Method

Air is sampled into a Tedlar (polyvinyl fluoride) bag at
a constant rate (30 to 40 mL/min) during selected tine
intervals by means of an automatic sampler.

After sanpling, the ambiént air bag sample is returnecd to
the laboratory for analysis.

The sample is introduced inte the ges chromatograph (GC)
sample stream by meens of gas injection valves and anz-
lyzed by a photoionization detector.

The GC data system quantitates benzene by integrating the
peak srea and calculating the concentration from factors
determined during calibration with standards.

Apparatus

The sampler system consists of a diaphragm pump with a
by-pass flow constrictor, a solenoid valve, a flow meter
with a flow contrel valve, pressure regulator, fittiings,
and tubing to convey air samples to the Teflon ber. The
entire assembly, including e 7-day tirmer and associated
electrical circuitry to control the filling of the sanplc
begs. is compactly mounted on a netzl cha531s and cpzraten
on a 110 YAC power supply.

Tedlar bars, 2 mil thickness, 50 liter capacity, equippod
with stainless stecl quicll disconnect fittinzgs ave used

to contain the cample. The bags are prepared in conformity
with the ARB docum=nt. "Preocedure for Fahbrication and
Testing of Szuple Daps", (ses Appeundix BY). IFor semi-liue,
the bags are placed in rigid opsagues containers to proteooe
lheir coutente from the sunlight.

&
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A gas chromatograph equipped with a gas sampling valve
and either a sample loop or freeze-out inlet system and
a photoionization detector 1s requzred The detector
operates at 10.2 eV. l ’
A freeze-out system consisting of a U-shaped stainless
steel trap filled with stainless steel clippings is
used to concentrate the sample.

A sfalnleés steel column (6 ft x 1/8 in) packed with
10% N,N-bis(2- cvanoethyl)fnrmamlde on 100/120 mesh

'Chromosorb PAW is used.

For a2 confirmation of the benzene analysis, an alter-
nate column should be used such as & stainless steel
GC column packed with 10% tricyanoethoxy propane (TCEP).

An analog recorder and an. electronic integrator to
quantify peak areas are required.

Ground glass syringes (100 mL capacity) or other suitable
devices are neecded to transfer eir samples {rom the
Tedlar bag to the GC sample inlet

Reagents

The primary standard used in thic analySis shauld bLe

the National Burrau of Standards (NES) benzene standard
reference material.

Helium with a minimum purity of 93.995% should be uced.

Commercizal liquid nitrogen (b.p.=-196°) is used to cool
freeze-out trap.

Procedure

All bars and samplers are prepared for sampling as out-
lined in &ppendix A, “Procedures for Atuwospheric Bag
Sampling”. .

The air sample:is analyzed for henuzne hy using either
the loon methni c» +the freecze-cvi. method., The freezo-
out method isiused for lower benzene concentretione of
lezs than 25 ppo.

The procedure for the loop method follows:

Transfer Lthe uir sample from the air sample bag and
ir.gect it intn the sumple loop of 1Yz itas chromatofreph
usinit 4 100 nl svringe fitted witbh i@ laer-1ol: to
quick-cunnect adapter.

The pas sappling valve bhes s fivad vadome sannte loeor o
f!‘!;-—v‘.;t- } l':ln .
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5.2.1.3 Rotate the gas sampling valve. ' This causes the sample
to enter the gas chromatogrephic analyzer.

5.2.2 . The procedure for the freeze-out method follows:

5.2.2.1 Immerse the sample trap in liquid nitrogen (LN,} and
: . allow the temperature to stabilize (approximatély 5 min).

5.2.2.2 After flushing the syringe with about 40 mlL of the sample
withdraw exactly 40 mlL from the sample bag with the
syringe.

'5.2.2;3 Transfe# thejsample'into-the trap.

5.2.2.4 Backfill the syringe with 40 mL of helium and flush
the 40 nmL through the trap; then flush helium through
the trap for 2 minutes at 100 mL/min..

5.2.2.5 Stop the helium flushing process.. o

5.2.2.6 Isolate the cryogenic trap by using the isolaticn valve,
which prevent thc escape of the sample.

5.2.2.7 Remove the LN, Dewar from the trap and replcce it
- with a Dewar ‘Contaiuning hot water at about 20 degC.

5.2.2.8 Allow the trap to warm up.

5.2.2.9 ° Actuate the sampling valve, thereby causing the carricr gas
stream to flush the sample into the gas chroaatograph.

5.3 With the suggested stainless steel - column (see item %.5),
typical operatlng conditions for both loop and freeze-
out methods are:

"Helium flow: . -+ 20 ml/min
Heating bath temperature
for cryogenic trap: . B0 degC
Column temperature: ambient
Detector temperature: - 150 degC
5.4 Concentrations of benzene may be .calculated by using a

chromatogLap»1c data system or any other suitable elect-
ronie integrating device.

a;

Caiculation

€. k The benzene concer:: ~Lien in . ppb is calculatsd by the
: data syst.un using, ¢ -+ extoernal standard method:

Copeentratl. Aren ¥ Calibisvtion Facter

A
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The callbratzon factor (CF) is calculated during cal-

bration by the equatlon,

CF = cone¢
Area

"

The re?licate calibrations are aversged end the arithaetic -

mean is stored as the CF to be used in subsequent analyses.

. <D
Concentrations may be converted from ppb to ug/m” by
using the following formula:

ug/m° = (P)_x (MW) x (ppb) x (10°)
(82.05) x (T)

where: P = pressure in atmospheres

molecular weight cf benzene,
78.11 g/moie

MH

82.05 = gas constant, gmamx_;j;
: me) x T
)y = absélute'temperature, degK

Quality Ccntrol

Qua‘lty cnnt101 procedures are managed 1n two areas:
sampllng and analysis.

The samplnng procedures usc the follbwing protocol:

The Tedler bag samplers arc chécked every six nenths
for leakage and contemination. 'The interval is
shortened if any melfunction ig suspected. 4 writien
record is naintained of the history of each samplier.
(See Appendix A). '

Tlie Tedlaoar bass are checked for leaksge and coontvamira-
tion before being used for sompling.. A log bool is
mainteined with a complete history of bag uszuge.

S=e Appendix B).

The analytical procedures use the fellowing picctocol:

Calibrations are perfore=? periodically. Accoirasy of the
method eonnot be detormined without an c0fyi-! °tanﬂard
reierence paberisl {0 gnn 1:ueand°n. ETCUIES
evaluaticomg, '

foa HUD e mLile ““fﬂ?nhvv nat.orizl o 0,95
O } e
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the concentration of a secondary working standard.

7.3.1.2 Any secondary standards prepared from the reference
standard must show the same response factor as the
original reference standard. Intercomparisons are
made on a monthly basis. ‘ '

A working standard, prepared by diluting an NBS
reference material of about 10 ppm to about 10 ppb,
is generally used for daily calibrations.

7.3.1.3

)

7.3.1.4 The ctability of working standards must be such that
there is less then a 10% change in thirty days.

7.3.1.5 There shall be at least one worlking siandard whose
concentration lies within the interval of § to 20 prb.

7.3.1.6 A second'working standard of a higher concentration
~shall be prepared for use in two point calibrations.

. 7.3.1.7 A quality assurance audit of the standards is prepared
annually.

7.3.2 . Calibrations are performed on a daily schedule.

7.3.2.1 The daily calibration c¢onsists of at least two calibra-
tion points bracketing the anticipated sample con-
centrations.

7.3.2.2 The calibration is repeated if. either the slcpe or the
response at the limit of det«ction (LOD) of the fitted
line changes by more than: 5%. If the calibrztion feils
on both runs, an NBS 0.25 ppm reference standard is
used to validate the calibration.

7.3.2.3 If the lamp voltage is adgjusted, allow time for the
lanmp to Stabilize and repeat the calibration.

~
w
P
.

A réqord is kept of the 'lamp voltage settings and all
preventative maintenance vrocedures i.e. lamp replace-
ments, cleaning of lamp windows.

7.3.2.5 Planl: sarples arc run daily between »allbratlons and
sample analyses as necessary.

7.3.2.6 A single point opan calibration may be substituted for
‘the two point calibratien procedure for a maxinum of
four conmenrubive dsys provided the response Zactor
does not chsnge by more than 10% during the time

incerval,
7.4 Linearity ic a fao!.o that is checked periodically.
BRI Lopas clironaiopre, 7 Jinecarity ehienit is perToreped
Aumuslly wich ot s oo G Yo o T vl e
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centrations and 4 replicate runs for each concentra-
tion.  The concentrations must bracket‘the anticipated
range of gample concentrations

The mean-bquare error due to lack of fit about the

‘regression line is comparecd to the total mean-square

'error of the independent replicates about their
dndividual means. The calibration is accepted if the
F-ratio is less than the 95% rejecticn limit.

‘Any region of concentration that deviates more than

5% frcm the least square line is considered nonlinear.
Samples must be analyzed only in the linear range.
Limits of detection must be established.

The limit of detection (LOD) is based on three standard
deviations (SD) of runs near the LOD (within 10 SD
of the LOD, anefordner and Long, 1983).

The LOD should be determined at least on. an annual
basis.

If the benzene calibration factor changes by more thon
10%, The instrument must be checked and the LOD
redetermined.

The presence in a sample of a compound producing in
the chart display very large adjacent peaks will
often raise the LOD in that sample.

GC column condition parameters shéuld be checked and
documented.

"All GC accessible parameters should .be logged when

& column is first instelled. These parawcters should
be checkecd daily #nd rccorded on intezgrater reports.

The efficiency snrd resolufion of the column should
be checked every thirty days If the tests show
more than a 10? chuqﬂﬂ the noluxn nea2ds rerlacenent.

If the hcadpre:bure reauired to mzintain & srercified
flov throurh the column increeses by more than 1037,
the colunn needs replacement.

If the drift of retention timer of the paaks rasults
in pezk misidentivyieation, all instrument paraneters
need to be cheavke 3, ' '

Keplicate anclygo are perforaed repalarly.

A dnnlieates mer srin L0 sl eempe T ey sl frenn b and st

P | . -
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If the duplicate analysis differs By more than 20%,
and if the concentration of the sample is higher than
3X LOD, then an'additional analysis is needed.

If the relative standard deviation (RSD) of the
replicate analyses is greater tham 15% and if the
concentration of the sample is greater than 3 x LOD,
none of the analyses for that day are acceptable.

If the range 'is within 20%, the mean and the standard
deviation are reported.

Compound confirmation is a quality rnontrol procedure.
Ten percent of the analyses are to te confirmed b, a
different analytical system (different column or
glternate detector, e.g. GC/MS).

If the confirmatory and the routine analyses differ
by more than 20%, none of the analyces for that day
are acceptable. _

Analytical reprorts are filed.

.Data storage: peak area and compcund concentration

data are stored unmodified in the electronic storam:.
Data are archived according to date, site, anzlysis.
and project for easy retrieval. These data =re kerot
for three years in the laboratory electronic storace

All data above the ninimum detection limits are rspcort-
ed to. the requesting agency in hard ccpy or electronic
format.

All reports are reviewed by at least two quall*lp‘
staff hzfore they are released.

Critigue arsga Comments
The minimum measurable concpniratxon of benzene has

been determined to be 0.5 ppb usiug proscrlhnf
instrumecnt conditions i.&. 40 wbl :ﬁnplu, cryozenic

. trap.

Table 8.1.1 lists the lower limits of detection for the
method snd its associated statistices

The ran~re of b-nzene meazurement ig 1.0 to 1003 ppl.
Tl upper l1imit may be evwpanded by ewtending the
calibrablan range, by d);n'lnb {he aanple, or by
reducind thae canple volume

Ay orconic o) pressal in thee rnaenle heecieg oo
veeiveyt s rg b manciaor Lo thint At b e e whe
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operating conditions described in this method may
interfere with the quantification. Proof of chemical
identity for benzene requires confirmation by other
means.

Benzene is positively identified by means of a gas
chromatograph/mass spectrometer,.

Advantages and disadvantages of Method 102 are listed
below:

The air sampling equipment is casily set up eand in-
volves no ligquids. The ambient concentrations of
benzene are are stable for at least 24 hours in the
Tedlar sampling bags if the sampling bags are kept
away from direct sunlight and are not exposed to
temperatures greater than S0°F.

A representative integrated sample is readily at-
tainable because the equipment samples at a con-
stant rate.

The sample is eesily &nd repeatedly introduced into
the GC by uging a volumstric gas sampling valve or
cryogenic trav.

The lower concentration linit of tho analysis may
be extended by concentrating the sample by freez-

ing out a larger volume of the sampie.

The polyvinyl fluoride (Tedlar) filmn sample bag is
susceptible to leaks and permeation through the bas.

The sample is susceptible to contamination when it
passes through the sampling system.
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TABLE 8.1.1
LIMITS OF DETECTION
Compound Limit of Concentration Mecan
Detection Area
rpb ppb

Benzene 0.5 _ 0.5 2710

Aren
St.Dev.

282

n

% Rel
St.Dev.

10.4
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METHOD NO.  ADDLOUZ

STANDARD OPERATING PROUEDURE FOR' THE DETERMINATION

OF VOLATILE ORGANICS IN AMBIENT AIR USING TENAX TRAP
PRECONCENTRATION GAS CHRUMATOGRAPHY AND TANDEM
© PHOTOIONIZATION/ELECTRON CAPTURE ‘DETECTORS

SCOPE

Th1s document descrlbes a procedure for the determination of volatile

| halogenated hydrocarbons and aromatics having a boiling point of less

than 120 C. This procedure is based on documents received from the ARB

Haagen-Smit Laboratory, El Monte, as well as EPA Method TO1.

SUMMARY OF PROCEDURE

Ambient air is continuously sampled and collected in a Tedlar bag over a
24 hour period and immediately sent to the laboratory for analysis. A
sample from the bag is drawn through a samp]ing valve attached to a
Tekmar LSC-Z Tenax Samp1e Concentrator (see Figure I) with a vacuum pump
at 50 cc/min for four minutes (total sample volume: 200 cc). The
organic consti;uents are trapped on Tenax and when the collection is
complete, fhe.Tenax is'purged with 40 cc of helium to remove any trapped
moisture. The sample is then thermaliy desorbed onto the hoad of the GC

column, The GC column is temperature programmed and component peaks



3.0

4.0 .

eluting from the colum are sequentially detected and quantified, first
by a- photoionizat1on detector (PID) and then by an electron capture
detector (ELD). The components are identified based on retention
times. Positive identification or confirmation requires the use of an

appropriately configured GC/MS.

INTERFERENCES/LIMITATIONS

a. Components-having similar GC retention times will interfere, causing

misidentification and/or faulty quantitation.

b. Because of the very low sample concentrations, extreme caré‘musf be
. taken to insure that thg sample is not degraded or contaminated by
the Tedlar sampling bag,_sampling_apparétus; or deIayéd déiiveny to

the lébqratory. Exposure of the Tedlar sampling bag to temperatures

greater than 25°C should be minimized.

¢. Only components of the sample which can be detected by PID/ECD
detectors will be quantified. '

APPARATUS |

.. a. VYarian Mode] 6000 Gas Chromatograph/PID/ECD system equ1pped with a

Varian VYista 402 dual channel data system.

b. Tekmar LSC-2 Sample Concentrator equipped with Tenax trap and

sampling valves as shown in Figure 1.
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c. Matheson Model B24U Mass Flow Controller accurately calibrated in
the §-100 cc/min range.

d. Laboratory timer, accurate to within 0.1 minutes.

e. Gas tight microliter syringe, 50 ul,

f. GC column - 10' x 2 mm i.a. glass column packeda with'1 percent

SP-1000 on Carbopack B, 60/80 mesh.

REAGENTS

a. Primary Gas Standard {Scott Specialty Gases - Research Triangle

Institute Certified Series 1)

Compound Concentration (ppb)
Chloroform | 107
Carbon tetrachioride 105
Perchloroethene 106
Yinyl chloride 104
Benzene 107



b. : Primary Gas Standard (Scott.Specialty Gases - Research Triangle
Institute Certified Series 2)

Compound o - ., Concentration (ppb)
1,2-Dichloroethane 101
1,1,1-Trichloroethane us8
Trichloroethene - - 100
1,2-Dibromoethane . . 102

c. Stock Gas Standard - Scott-Marrin Blend (assayed against primary

cylinders)

i v
Compound . Concentration (pbb) } |
Dichloromethane j 4272
Chioroform 528
1,2-Dichloroethane 3104
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 424
Carbon tetrachloride 46
Trichloroethene . 336
1,2-Dibromoethane 5
Perchloroethene 43
Yinyl chloride 4736
Benzene 1888



d. Control Gas Standard - Scott-Marrin Blend (assayed against primary

cylinder)
Compound | Concentration (pﬁb)
Dichloromethane 6
Chloroform : : 0.2
1,2-Dichloroethane : : 0.2
1,1,1-Trichloroethane . 3.6 . )
' "Carbon tetrachloride . .. 0.3
Trichloroethene - _ 1.8
1,2-Dibromoethane : 2.5
Perchloroethene 1.2
Vinyl chloride : . 3.3
‘Benzene - ' . 4.8

e. Surrogate Gas Standard (Scott-Marrin Blend)

- Compound ‘ Concentration (ppm)
Bromochloromethane : SR 1]
1,3-Bromochloropropane 33



6.0~ PROCEDURES

a-

Sample Trapping

]0

2.

The precoﬂcentration system is shown in Figure 1.

The high concentration inlet is used for high concentration
calibration standards and tor other samples with concentrations
_higher than ambient levels. The sample {s introduced through
the high concentration inlet and 6 port valve into an
appropriate size loop of known volume.: The sample then passes
thfough a 10 port valve, mass flow meter, and vacuum pump.
Before an analysis, the system is leak checked by blocking the
sample inlet port and observing that the mass flow meter
“reading drops to zero. The high concentration inlet then is
connected to a Tedlar sample bag valve and the gas bag valve is
opened. The loop is then flushed with sample gas for thrge
minutes. After three minutes of flushing, the 6 port valve is
reset so that the sample contained in theploop is carried into
the trap by the helium purge gas. This continues for three
minutes to ensure that all of the contents of the loop are

trapped.



3.

Ambient samples are introduce& from Tedlar bags as described
abpvg, expept that the sample Toop is bypassed and the sample
goes\dirgét]y to the 10 port valve. After flushing the system
Qifh sampie for three minutes, the 10 port valve is reset so
that 200 cc's of sample is trapped (50 cc/min. for four
minutes). After sample trapping is complete, the Tenax trap is
flushed with 40 cc of helium to remove water vapor and any

nonadsorbed reactive gases.

In both ambient and high concentration cases, after the sample
has been trapped, the Tekmar LSC-2 heats the Tenax trap to
180°C while ihe trap is swept with the.6.(.'s internal carrier
gas for four minutes. The contents of the trap are thus
desprbed and collected on the head of the G.C. column. The
frdp 1svbaked out after the end of the desorption cycle. In
thé bakeout cyc]é. the trap is flushed with helium purge gas
for eight minutes while being held at 225°C in order to prepare
the trap for the next cycle. After bakeout the trap is

isolated from the system and ready for .the next sample.

b. Analysis

1.

The concentrated sample is separated under the chromatographic
condition detailed below. The resulting chromatogram (see
Figure 11) is then integrated and quantified by reference to

calibration standard gases.



. 2. Instrument.Conditions:

GC: Column: 10° x 2 m i.d. glass column, packed with

1 perceat SP-1000 on Carbopack B 60/80 mesh

Temperatures: Injection: 200°C
Detector:  350°C

Oven: 45°C, hold for four minutes,

5*C/min ramp, tc 210°C, hold

for eight minutes

Flow Rates: . Carrier:  He, 20 cc/min

ECD make up: NZ, 40 cc/min

Detectors: . ECD: Range X 10, Attendation X 32
PID: Range X 1, Attenuation X 32, 10.2

ev lamp

Conc: Tekmar LSC-2: Purge: 4 minutes
Desorb: 4 minutes at 180°C

Bake: 8 minutes at 2z5%C



A1l blanks, standards, control samples, and ambient samples are
spiked with surrogate compounds by injecting 50 microliters of
the surrogate gas standard (5.e.) during sample trapping. The
surrogate compounds, chosen such that they simulate the
characteristics of the analytes of interest and-are unlikely to
occur in the environment, are added to insure that systematic
errors or equipment failures will be noted and corrected

promptly.

The first step in a calibration is to analyze a system blank.
This is done by trapping and analyzing a 200 cc sample of
auxiliary carrier gas. The system blank must be free of
interfering peaks. A system blank must also be run after a
high concentration sample is analyzed in order to detect any

carry-over within the systen.

A calibration is performed using a 1.25 cc loop of stock
standard gas (5.c.). Two hundred cubic centimeters of helium
gas is passed through the loop to carry the standard onto the
trap. The calibration analysis is made as a normal analysis.
The calculated concentration value for each component should be
inspected to insure consistency with previous analyses. The
stored chromatographic information may then be used to
recalculate the response factors for the subsequent analyses.
The G.C. data system will not accept updated response factors
which are in excess of plus or minus 15 percent of historic

data.



Following calibration, 200 cc of the control sample (5.d.) is
concentrated on the trap and analyzed. The control sample data
are plotted on control charts of the normal Shewhart type.
Upper and lower warning limits are plus or minus two times the
standard deviation. Any analysis which falls outs}de the upper
and lower warning limits is repeated and the laboratory quality
control officer is advised. Upper and lower control limits are
plus or minus three times the standard deviation. If any
analysis falls outside the upper or lower control limit, the
method is discontinued until the out of control situation is
remedied. The laboratory quality control ofticer is advised
and provided with written documentation of the out of control
condition and how it was remedied. All data generated prior to
the out of control situation must be reviewed for possible

decertification by laboratory management.

Multipoint calibrations are conducted monthly. Each multipoint
calibration includes a trap blank and three standard
concentration levels to bracket the concentration ranges
expected in ambient air. If subsequent data indicate that the
resulting lTeast squares analyses are consistently acceptable,

less frequent multipoint calibrations may be made.

-10-
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PERFORMANCE

3. All ambient field samples are analyzed in duplicate. The relative
error between analyses must be less than 20 percent. Duplicate
analyses having greater than 20 percent relative error must be

decertified.

b. The percent recovery of the surrogate is recorged in the instrument
laboratory workbook for each analysis. If this value is outside the

80% to 120% range, the sample analysis must be repeated.

METHOD SENSITIVITY, PRECISION AND ACCURACY

The method sensitivity, precision and accuracy are outlined in Table I.
These data were produced with gaseous calibration standards, and using
carrier gas as the sample matrix. The relative accuracy of the method,
with the exception of dichloromethane, is based on reference to the
Research Triangle Institute Certified Gas Standards (NBS traceable).
Authoritative reference calibration standards for dichloromethane are
under development at NBS but are not yet available. The concentration
value of the present standard was assigned by the commercial
manufacturer and found to be in good agreement with diluted pure
dichloromethane prepared in our laboratory. The absolute accuracy of

the method has not been determined by interlaboratery testing.

-11-



Figure |

Sample Loop

High Concentration Inlet

N

Six Port
Valve

Helium Purge In

L Ambient Concentration Inlet

Al

Ten Port
Valve

Vent 1 Vent

Flow Controller
and Vacuum Pump

Tenax
Trap

Figure 1. Schematic of concentrator system, Sampling Conditions
are: 290 cc volume, purge at 40cc/min, 1 min., desorb at 180 C
for 4 min., bake for 8 min. at 225 C.

SYSTEM GUIDE

Jdperational Valve Position

Step 6-Port 10-Port LSC-2 Purge Gas
Loop Fill 1 1 1 Off
Loop Trap - 2 ] 1 On
Ambient Trap 1 2 1 off
Trap Desorb 1 1 2 Off
Trap Bake Qut 1 1 ) On

-12-



Compound
Yinyl Chloride

Dichloromethane
1,1-Dichloroethylene
Chloroform
1,2-Dichloroethane
1.1,1-Trichlor6ethane
Carbon Tetrachloride
Trichloroethylene
Benzene
1,2-Dibromoethane

Tetrachloroethylene

Table I

Method Sensitivity and Precision

Correlation R.S.D* LoD
Coefficient Slope (Percent) Detector - ppby
0.997 0.94¢6 16 PID 0.8
0.999 0.975 5 ECD 0.6

0.991 V.566 6 ECD 0.0%
0.999L 0.901 3 ECD 0.02

0.999 1.054 7 ECD 0.1
0.999 0.989 9 ECD 0.0
0.999 0.480 6 ECD 0.005
0.999 0.952 6 ECD 0.02
0.998 0.950 10 PID u.5
0.974 1.067 9 ECD 0.005
0.954 1.080 10 ECD 0.01

* R.S.D. -~ Relative Standard Deviation at &5 x LOD, n = §
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Method For Determinatisn Of Benzane, Xylenes,
Toluene And Ethyl Benzene In Ambient Air Using Tenax
Preconcentration And Gas Chromtography/Photoionization Detection
Introduction

This document describes a packed colum GC/PID method to separate and
quantitate the o-, m-, and p-xylene isomers plus benzene, toluene and ethyl
benzene in ambient air samples. This method consists of preconcentrating
ambient air sarples using a Tenax trap and then thermally desorbing the
components onto a packed glass colum for analysis by PID. Air-actuated

valves and data processing usxng a data systen make this a highly automated
system.,

mratus

1. Vvarian Model 6000 Gas Chromatograph/ENu photoionizatisn detector (GC/PID)
system equipped with a Vista 402 Data System,

2. A sampling and analysis valve system consisting of a 6-port and 4-port
valve, 1/8" x 6" Ni trap filled with 60/80 mesh Tenax and an injection
system for standards as shown in Figure 1.

3. Matheson Model 8240 Mass Plow (ontroller accurately calibrated in the
5-100 cc/minute range and a Metal Bellows Pump for sarpling.

4. Gas-tight microliter syringes with on/off valves for injection of standarc
gas mixtures.

Reacents and Standarcs

1. SR¥-1806 benzene 10 ppm in nitrocen standard.
2. Chemical standards of highest purity availarle.
3. Methanol ACS grade.

4. tock solutions for standards.
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Stock solutinns are prepared by dilution of pure chemicals into methanol. The
tallwing volumes are Zi1luted 2 50 ml using a volumetric flask.

tock Standard Gas Standard-ppowv Trap Standard-ppuv
Compound ul/50 ml (10 ul/250 cc) (50 ul/200 cc)
Benzene 182 40 10
Toluene 217 40 10
Ethyl benzene 250 40 10
o-xylene 246 40 10
m-xylene 251 40 10
p-xylene 252 40 10

A 10 ul aliquot of the stock solution is injected into a 250 ml glass dilution
bulb filled with zero air, The bulb is heated in an oven at 40°C for 1 hour,
After equilibration, a gas-tight syringe is used to inject 1.8 ppb to 7.2 ppb
sarples in order to construct a calibration curve. 7The following data in
Table I was obtained:

Table I

Correlation R.S.D. at 5.4 ppb M.D.L.

Compound Slope Coefficient (Percent) ~{ppb)
Benzene 255 0.9998 1.3 0.5
Toluene 229 0.9996 5.6 1
Ethyl benzene 182 0.9995 2.7 0.5
p-Xylene 169 0.9987 1.3 1
m-xylene 185 0.9982 3.5 1
o-xylene 161 0.9563 1.4 1

M.D.L. = Minimum Detectable Limit = Intercept + (3 x R.S.D. X Intercept)

Instrument Conditions

Colum : 10 ft x 2 mm i.d. glass
5% SP1200/1.75% bentone on 100/120
Supelcoport

Injector Temperature : 200°C

tector Temperature : 168°C

Detector Range : X1

Detector Attenuation : X32

PID Lamp : 10.2 ev

valve Temperature : 180°C

Flow Rate : 30 ml/minute helium

Oven Temperature Program: 10°C for 1 minute

10°C to 45°C at 8°/minute
45°C to 100°C at 3°/minute
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Procedure

APpEratus shwT in Figure 1,

1.

6'

with the §-port valve in the °Fill Position" and the {-port valve closed,
the Teflon sampling line is attached to the Tedlar sarple bag., The sample
line 1s then flushed for S minutes at a flow rate 2f 20 cc/minute. The
isolated Tenax trap is conled to 30°C during this initial flushing.
(Relays 2z, 3, 7, 8§ off.)

when flushing is completed, the 4-port valve is switched to the *Fill
position® and sample is purped through the trap for 10 minutes at 20 cc/
ninute. At the beginning of the trapping the internal standard and
calibration gas standard are injected through the in-line injector into
the gas stream., (Relay 3 on.)

At the end of 10 minutes the Tenax trap is isolated (4-port valve closed)
and the trap heated to 210°C. The sarple inlet is disconnected from the
Tedlar sample bag and connected to the auxiliary carrier gas supply to
sweep Out any residual sample in the lines, (Relay 3 off, then Relay §
on.)

The 6-port valve is switched to the ®*Sweep Position® allowing the carrier
gas to be directed through the 4-port trap valve which is still in the
isolated position., (Relay 2 on.)

with the GC oven and data system ready the {-port valve is switched to the
*Pill position® and the data system and the column terperature program are
started. (Relays 3, 7 on.)

The resulting chromatogram is analyzed and the results quantitated and
tabulate<. (See Figure 2,)

Autormation of this system has been accomplished by use of relay switches/
automatically actuated valves and a data system. The following chart details
the automation:

Relay 2
Relay 3
Relay 7
Relay 8

Time (Minutes) Relay On Relay Off

0.00 2, 3,7, 6
0.01
10.01 3
10.10
12.00
13.00
23.00 2, 3
24.00 8

W

w N

6-port valve
4-port valve
ézta system
Jenax trap heater
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TRAP SYSTEM
Te 5.C. FILL POSITION
inJector S (0ff Position) (On Position)
P e
Carrier 6-p0f‘t [' 4-p0rt \ 1/8"XE"
gas in valve flow cuum Valve ) Ki trac
control packec with

60/80 Tena~

injector
Tedlar
sample
bag
Auxiliary

carrier gas

To G.C. SWEEP POSITION

injector J//,,———\\\\&‘
& o N
Sample out 4-port 1/8"x6"
(vent) Valve Ni trap
packed with

60/80 Tenax

Carrier
gas in

injector
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Attenuation x 16
Range x 1

Figure 2

Standard Aromatic Mixture
10ppb/component

Compound
10 ppb each

. Benzene

. Toluene

. Ethyl benzene
. P-xylene

. M-xylene

)|
2
| 3
4
5
6. o-xylene

rage O OT o rages

Retention Time
minutes

5.114
13.367
18.834
19,766
20,350
21.404



ATTACHMENT 3
SCREENING QUESTIONNAIRE FOR CATEGORY II LANDFILLS
SITE OWNERSHIP
Site name
Site location

Site address

Nearest Cross Streets
Current site owner
Street address

Mailing address

Contact Person Telephone Number
Previous site owners

Provide the name and mailing address of all the previous site owners with the most recent
owner first. (Attach additional pages if necessary.)

Owner Owner
Mailing Mailing
Address Address
Dates Dates
Owner QOwner
Mailing Mailing
Address Address

Dates Dates



Company performing site maintenance
Mailing address

Contact person Telephone number

SITE HISTORY

Date site started receiving waste:

Percent of site filled by:

January 1, 1960 January 1, 1970

January 1, 1980 Today

Was the waste received by this site ever burned on a routine basis? YES NO
If yes, provide the following:

Date site started burning on a routine basis:

Date site stopped burning on a routine basis:

Has landfill gas migration ever been detected off site? YES NO

If yes, describe the event(s) in detail including date(s). (Attach additional pages if
necessary.)



Have landfill gas odors ever been detected off site? YES NO

If yes, describe the event(s) in detail including date(s). (Attach additional sheets if
necessary.)

Has any landfill gas, ambient air, or gas migration testing ever been conducted at the
site? YES NO

If yes, summarize the testing and the results including date(s). (Attach additional sheets
if necessary.)

Has this site ever been subject to any enforcement action by any Federal, state, or local
agency as a result of underground gas migration or gaseous emissions to the atmosphere?

YES NO

If yes, summarize the enforcement action(s) and reason(s) including date(s). (Attach
additional sheets if necessary.)



SITE DESCRIPTION

Type of fill (Circle appropriate line)

Canyon Pit

Area (Trench) Other-Describe

Provide estimate for:

Total Site Acreage Waste Disposal Area Acreage
Volume of Waste (cubic yards) Quantity of Waste (tons)
Minimum Depth of Waste (feet) Maximum Depth of Waste (feet)

Average Depth of Waste (feet)

Average Thickness Of Existing Top Cover (feet)
Does This Site Have A Liner? YES NO

If Yes, Describe:

Type of Cover Material

Provide a map to scale showing the boundaries of the total site and the waste disposal
area.

WASTE DESCRIPTION

Estimate of Solid Waste Received (Total of entries for residential, commercial,
industrial, demolition, and other should add up to 100%.)

% Residential % Commercial
% Industrial % Demolition
% Other

Describe material under "other" and give its percentage.

Material Percentage



Were liquids ever accepted at this site? YES NO

If yes, describe all liquids received, their corresponding volumes and the disposal
methods employed such as injection, evaporation ponds, containers, codisposal, etc.
(Attach additional sheets if necessary.)

Liquid Gallons Disposal method

Were hazardous wastes in greater than household amounts ever accepted at this site?

YES NO

If yes, describe all hazardous wastes received and the corresponding volumes. (Attach
additional sheets if necessary.)
Hazardous Waste Volume



SURROUNDING LAND USE

Give the distance in miles (to the nearest 0.01 mile) to the nearest:

Occupied building Describe the Building and Use
Residential Area School

Hospital Park

Shopping Center Business

Public Thoroughfare

Provide an aerial photograph or topographic map showing the surrounding area within two
miles of the solid waste disposal site’s perimeter . The photograph or map must identify
all land uses in the area and highlight areas of high population such as housing, schools,
restaurants, and shopping centers. For areas that are currently undeveloped, the proposed
land uses must be shown.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Attach a copy of any waste discharge permits under which the site operated.

Please provide any comments or additional information which you feel will assist in
evaluating your site.

Are there any inhabited buildings within 2000 feet of the site perimeter? YES NO

If yes, give the building use, and its distance from the site perimeter:



Landfill Gas Report to APCO

Summary of Test Results (See attached Disposal site Report)

Disposal site description
Gas collection system
Area map
Surrounding land use
Current
Proposed

Monitoring System
Disposal site map
Well locations
Probe descriptions
Equipment descriptions
Analysis methods

Results
Ambient air
Gas characterization
Off site migration
Quality Assurance
Photographs

Remedial Action
Ordered
Results



APPENDIX A
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CHAPTER ______

An act to repeal and add Section 66796.54 of the
Government Code, and to repeal and add Section 41805.5
of the Health and Safety Code, relating to solid waste, and
declaring the urgency thereof, to take effect
immediately.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

AB 3374, Calderon. Solid waste: disposal sites: air
monitoring: water pollution reports.

(1) Existing law requires the State Water Resources
Control Board to submit annual reports on or before July
1, 1988, July 1, 1989, and July 1, 1990, on the extent and
effect on water quality of hazardous wastes in solid waste
disposal sites, with recommendations on needed actions
to protect water quality.

This bill would change the dates that the reports are
due from the board to January 1, 1989, January 1, 1990,
and January 1, 1991, respectively.

(2) Existing law requires solid waste disposal sites to
submnit a solid waste assessment report to the board of the
air pollution control district or the air quality
management district by January 1, 1987. The district
board is required to examine the report and notify the
State Department of Health Services and the California
Waste Management Board if the district board
determines that hazardous waste is migrating into the air.
The State Air Resources Board is required to submit a

-report to the Legislature on or before July 1 of 1988, 1989,
and 1990, concerning hazardous waste in solid waste sites.

This bill would repeal those provisions and would
instead require the owner of a solid waste disposal site, as
defined, to submit a solid waste air quality assessment test

' report, as specified, to the district on or before July 1,
1987. The bill would also require the owner of an inactive
solid waste disposal site, except as specified, to submit a
screening questionnaire to the district on or before
November 1, 1986, and to submit specified information
required by the district based upon an evaluation of the

»
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questionnaire by the district. The bill would require the
state board to develop guidelines for the test report and
evaluation of the screening questionnaire by February 1,
1987, and to develop the screening questionnaire by
October 1, 1986.

The bill would authorize a district to exempt a site from
these provisions and to reevaluate the status of a solid
waste disposal site and require the submission or revision
of a test report.

A district would be required to evaluate all test reports
for compliance with the state board’s guidelines. The bill
would require the district to take appropriate remedial
action if the district determines, after evaluating the test
report and consultation with the department and the
California Waste Management Board, that the levels of
specified air contaminants, as defined, pose a health risk
or a threat to the environment.

The bill would delete the requirement that the state
board st:zbmit a report to the Legislature by July 1, 1990.

(3) The bill would incorporate additional changes to
Section 66796.54 of the Government Code proposed by
AB 3088, if this bill and AB 3088 are both enacted and this
bill is enacted last.

(4) The California Constitution requires the state to
reimburse local agencies and school districts for certain
costs mandated by the state. Statutory provisions
establish procedures for making that reimbursement,
including the creation of a State Mandates Claims Fund
to pay the costs of mandates which do not exceed $50,000
statewide and other procedures for claims whose
statewide costs exceed $500,000.

This bill would impose a state-mandated local program
by requiring cities, counties, and districts which own a
solid waste disposal site or an inactive site to submit a
specified test report and by requiring air quality
management districts and air pollution control districts to
evaluate these reports and take specified actions.

The bill would provide that reimbursement shall be
made pursuant to those statutory procedures and, if the
statewide cost does not exceed $500,000, shall be payable
from the State Mandates Claims Fund, except that, for

®
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certain costs, the bill would provide that no
reimbursement is required for a specified reason.

(5) The bill would declare that it is to take effect
immediately as an urgency statute.

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. Section 66796.54 of the Government
Code is repealed.

SEC. 2. Section 66796.54 is added to the Government
Code, to read:

66796.54. (a) On or before January 1, 1989, January 1,
1990, and January 1, 1991, the State Water Resources
Control Board shall submit a report to the Legislature
suinmarizing the extent of hazardous waste in solid waste
disposal sites and the potential effects these hazardous
wastes may have upon the quality of waters of the state,
and recommending actions needed to protect the quality
of water. Each report shall summarize the data from
those solid waste water quality assessment test reports
which have been submitted on or before January 1 of the
preceding year to California regional water quality
control boards pursuant to Section 13273 of the Water
Code, and shall evaluate the accuracy of the solid waste
water quality assessment tests conducted.

(b) On or before July 1, 1988, and July 1, 1989, the State
Air Resources Board shall submit a report to the
Legislature summarizing the extent of hazardous waste
in solid waste disposal sites and the potential effects these

hazardous wastes may have upon the ambient air quality
 of the state, and recommending actions needed to
protect the quality of air. The reports submitted on July
1, 1988, and July 1, 1989, shall summarize the data from
the solid waste air quality assessment test reports
. submitted to air quality maintenance districts and air
pollution control districts on or before July 1, 1987, and
January 1, 1988, respectively, pursuant to Section 41805.5
of the Health and Safety Code, and shall evaluate the
accuracy of the solid waste assessment tests conducted.

SEC. 3. Section 66796.54 is .\ddcd to the Government
Code, ‘o reud
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66796.54. (a) On or before January 1, 1989, January 1,
1990, and January 1, 1991, the State Water Resources
Control Board shall submit a report to the Legislature
summarizing the extent of hazardous waste in solid waste
disposal sites and the potential effects these hazardous
wastes may have upon the quality of walers of the state,
and recommending actions needed to protect the quality
of water. Each report shall summarize the data from
those solid waste water quality assessment test reports
which have been submitted during the preceding year to
California regional water quality control boards pursuant
to Section 13273 of the Water Code, and shall evaluate the
accuracy of the solid waste water quality assessment tests
conducted.

(b) Onor before July 1, 1988, and July 1, 1989, the State
Air Resources Board shall submit a report to the
Legislature summarizing the extent of hazardous waste
in solid waste disposal sites and the potential effects these
hazardous wastes may have upon the ambient air quality
of the state, and recommending actions needed to
protect the quality of air. The reports submitted on July
1, 1988, and July 1, 1989, shall summarize the data from
the solid waste air quality assessment test reports
submitted to air quality maintenance districts and air
pollution control districts on or before July 1, 1987, and
January 1, 1988, respectively, pursuant to Section 41805.5
of the Health and Safety Code, and shali evaluate the
accuracy of the solid waste assessment tests conducted.

SEC.4. Section 41805.5 of the Health and Safety Code
is repealed.

SEC. 5. Section 41805.5 is added to the Health and
Safety Code, to read:

41805.5. (a) Except as provided in subdivisions (b)
and (c), the owner of a solid waste disposal site shall
submit to the district on or before July 1, 1987, a solid
waste air quality assessment test report that contains all
of the following:

(1) Test results to determine if there is any
underground landfill gas migration beyond the solid
waste disposal site’s perimeter.

(2) Analyses for specified air contaminants in the
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ambient air adjacent to the solid waste disposal site to
determine the effect of the site on air quality.

(3) Chemical characterization test results to
determine the composition of gas streams immediately
above the solid waste disposal site, or immediately above
the solid waste disposal site and within the solid waste
disposal site, as appropriate, as determined by the
district.

(4) Any other information which the district board
may require, by emergency regulation.

The solid waste air quality assessment test report shall
be prepared in accordance with the guidelines developed
by the state board pursuant to subdivision (d).

(b) The owner of an inactive solid waste disposal site
shall complete and submit the screening questionnaire,
developed pursuant to subdivision (e), to the district on
or before November 1, 1986, unless the owner is required
to submit a report containing the same information
specified in subdivision (a) pursuant to a federal, state, or

district order, or unless exempted pursuant to subdivision

(c). The district shall evaluate the submitted screening
questionnaires in accordance with the guidelines
developed pursuant to subdivision (e) and shall
determine whether the owner of the site be required to
submit all, or a portion of, the information required to be
reported in a solid waste air quality assessment test
- report. The district shall notify the owner in writing on
or before January 1, 1987, of the information identified in
subdivision (a) to be submitted for the site. After
receiving this notification, the owner of the inactive solid
waste disposal site shall submit a solid waste air quality
assessment  test report containing the required
information on or before January 1, 1988, to the district.

(c) A district may exempt from subdivisions (a) and
(b) a solid waste disposal site or inactive solid waste
disposal site which has accepted or now contains only
inert and nondecomposable solids. To receive an
exemption, the owner of the site shall submit, on or
before November 1, 1986, a copy of all permits, all waste
discharge requirements pertinent to the site, and any
other data necessary for the district to determine

* >
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whether an exemption should be granted to the site.
(d) On or before February 1, 1987, the state board, in
coordination with the districts, shall develop and publish
test guidelines for the solid waste air quality assessment
report specifying the air contaminants to be tested for

_and identifying acceptable testing, analytical, and

reporting methods to be employed in completing the
report.

(e) On or before October 1, 1986, the state board, in
coordination with the districts, shall develop and publish
a screening questionnaire for inactive solid waste disposal
sites and guidelines for evaluating the questionnaire by
the districts pursuant to subdivision (b). The screening
questionnaire and guidelines shall require an inactive
solid waste disposal site to be evaluated based on the
nature and age of materials in the site, the quantity of
materials in the site, the size of the site, and other
appropriate factors. The guidelines for evaluating the
screening questionnaire shall require a district to weigh
heavily the proximity of the site to residences, schools,
and other sensitive areas, and to pay particular attention
to potential adverse impacts on facilities such as hospitals
and schools, and on residential areas, within one mile of
the site’s perimeter. _

(f) A district may reevaluate the status of a solid waste
disposal site, including sites exempted pursuant to
subdivision (c), and require the owner to submit or revise
a solid waste air quality assessment test report after
January 1, 1987. The district shall give written notification
to the owner of the solid waste disposal site that a solid
waste air quality assessment test report is to be submitted,
or that the existing report is to be revised, and the date
by which the report is to be submitted.

(g) A district shall evaluate any solid waste air quality
assessment test reports submitted pursuant to
subdivisions (a), (b), and (f), and dctermine if the
report’s testing, analytical and reporting methods comply
with the guidelines developed pursuant to subdivision
(d). If the district determines that the solid waste air
quality assessment test report complies with the
guidelines, it shall evaluate the data. If the district
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determines, alter evaluation of the report and
consultation with the state department and the California
Waste Management Board, that levels of onc or more
specified air contaminants pose a health risk to human
beings or a threat to the environment, the district shall
take appropriate remedial action.

(h) 1f a district determines that a solid waste air
quality assessment test report does not comply with the
guidelines developed pursuant to subdivision (d), the
district shall provide the owner of the site with a written
notice specifying the inadequacies of the report and shall
require the owner to correct the deficiencies and
resubmit the report by a date determined by the district.

(i) For the purpose of this section, the following
definitions apply:

(1) “Inactive solid waste disposal site” means a solid
waste disposal site which has not received any solid waste
for disposal after January 1, 1984,

(2) “Landfill gas” means any untreated, raw gas
derived through a natural process from the
decomposition of organic waste deposited in a solid waste
disposal site or from the evolution of volatile species in
the waste.

(3) “Perimeter” means the outer boundary of the
entire solid waste disposal site property.

(4) “Solid waste disposal site” means a place, location,
tract of lund, area, or premises in use, or which has been
used, for the landfill disposal of solid waste, as defined in
Section 65719 of the Government Code, or hazardous
waste, as defined in Section 66714.8 of the Governmnent
Code, or both.

(5) “Specified air contaminants” means substances
determined to be air contaminants by the state board in
coordination with the districts. The state board and the
districts shall consider determining the following

compounds to be air contaminants for purposes of this

paragraph: benzene, chloroethene, 1,2-dibromoethane,
1,2-dichloroethane benzyl chloride, chlorobenzene,
dichlorobenzene, 1,1-dichlorocthene, dichloromethane,
formaldehyde, hydrogen sulfide, tetrachiloroethylene,
tetrachloromethane,  tojuene, 1,1, 1-trichloroethane,
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trichloroethylene, trichloromethane, xylene, and any
other substance deemed appropriate by the state board
or a district.

SEC. 6. Section 3 of this bill incorporates changes to
Section 66796.54 of the Government Code proposed by
both this bill and AB 3088. It shall only become operative
if (1) both bills are enacted and become effective on or
before January 1, 1987, but this bill becomes operative
first, (2) this bill repeals and adds Section 66796.54 of the
Government Code and AB 3088 amends Section 66796.54
of the Government Code, and (3) this bill is enacted after
AB 3088, in which case Section 66796.34 of the
Government Code, as added by Section 2 of this bill, shall
remain operative only until the operative date of AB -
3088, at which time Section 3 of this bill shall become
operative.

SEC. 7. Reimbursement to local agencies and school
districts for costs mandated by the state pursuant to this
act shall be made pursuant to Part 7 (commencing with
Section 17500) of Division 4 of Title 2 of the Government
Code and, if the statewide cost of the claim for
reimbursement does not exceed five hundred thousand
dollars ($500,000), shall be made from the State Mandates
Claims Fund, except that no reimbursement is required
by this act pursuant to Section 6 of Article XIII B of the
California Constitution for the cost of the program or
level of service mandated by this act that the local agency
or school district has the authority to levy service charges,
fees, or assessments sufficient to pay that cost.

SEC. 8. This act is an urgency statute necessary for
the immediate preservation of the public peace, health,
or safety within the meaning of Article 1V of the
Constitution and shall go into immediate effect. The facts
constituting the necessity are:

In order to fully and fairly implement the provisions of
Chapter 1532 of the Statutes of 1984 relating to disposal
of hazardous waste, and to implement the reporting
requirements of this act, as quickly as possible, it is
necessary that this act take effect immediately.






Landfill Gas Report to APCO

Summary of Test Results (See attached Disposal site Report)

Disposal site description
Gas collection system
Area map
Surrounding land use
Current
Proposed

Monitoring System
Disposal site map
Well locations
Probe descriptions
Equipment descriptions
Analysis methods

Results
Ambient air
Gas characterization
Off site migration
Quality Assurance
Photographs

Remedial Action
Ordered
Results



DISPOSAL SITE REPORT

Disposal site Name:

Location (Latitude and Longitude or UTM coordinates):

Within 1 mile 1to2miles 2 to 3 miles
POPULATION _

AMBIENT AIR SAMPLING
Concentrations, ppb

UPWIND DOWNWIND BACKGROUND

Site 1 Site 2 Site 1 Site 2 Background

Laboratory
Detection Limits,
COMPOUND ppb
Vinyl Chloride
Benzene
Ethylene Dibromide
Ethylene Dichloride
Methylene Chloride
Perchloroethylene
Carbon Tetrachloride
Methyl Chloroform
Trichloroethylene

Chloroform

Methane



Lab
Detection Limits,
COMPOUND ppb
Vinyl Chloride
Benzene
Ethylene Dibromide
Ethylene Dichloride
Methylene Chloride
Perchloroethylene
Carbon Tetrachloride
Methyl Chloroform
Trichloroethylene

Chloroform

Methane

Comments

LANDFILL GAS TESTING
Concentrations, ppb
Sample Number
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CHAIN OF CUSTODY RECORD

REPORTING AGENCY:

STATION ADDRESS:

STATION NAME:

STATION OPERATOR:®
ReTinquished By:* [ Received By:* T Date/Time
| | 3
ReTinquished By:* | Received By:™ [ Date/Time
% |
Feceived for Laboratory By:* [ Date/Time
|
i
Method of Shipment:
TO BE COMPLETED 8Y LABORATORY
: SAMPLE NO. % LABORATORY NO. :
] | !
| l |
DISPOSITION:
IMMEDIATE _ _ SECURED
ANALYSIS || STORAGE |_| REFRIGERATOR |__1{ 1D YES | |
FREEZER e U R T

* Print name after signature,

Afr Resources Board
Laboratory Services Section
1309 T Street .
Sacramento, CA 95814



